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IV. 



TO THE RIGHT HONOURABLE THE LORDS COMMISSIONERS OF 
HIS MAJESTY’S TREASURY. 

THE FOURTH REPORT 

01' THE 

COMMISSIONERS 

Appointed by the Acts of the 1st and 2d Geo. IV. c. 90, and Sd Geo. IV. 
c. 37, for inquiring into the Collection and Management of the 
Public Revenue arising in Ireland, and into certain Departments 
of the Public Revenue arising in Great Britain. 



I N conformity with the course of proceeding pursued in our Second and Third 
Reports, it will be the object of the present Report, to submit to Your Lordships 
our suggestions on the Third Head under which we have expressed our intention of 
proposing some measures of general regulation ; viz. “ The Abolition of such of the 
“ Duties imposed by the Act of Union on the Importation of the produce or manu- 
“ factures of one country into the other, as apply to Articles which either are not 
“ manufactured, or only to a trifling degree, in Ireland, and the termination of the 
“ remainder at earlier periods than those which are prescribed by the existing law.” 
In our First and Second Reports, we stated, that a large proportion of the busi- 
ness of the department of the Customs in Ireland, arose from the Collection of the 
Union Duties, although they w'ere not in a proportionate degree productive to the 
Revenue ; it became necessary for us, therefore, with a view to the suggestion of any 
reductions in the Establishment, or any improvement in the administration of this 
Department, to direct our particular inquiries to all the circumstances connected 
with these duties. These inquiries naturally extended themselves to an examination 
into their origin, and the causes of their continuance, an examination which we 
were further induced to undertake by Y our Lordships having (in the interval during 
which the decision of Parliament on this subject remained suspended) referred to 
us several Memorials and Petitions, praying for their removal or modification. In 
the execution of this part of our duty, it was our object, by a careful examination of 
the Act of Union, to ascertain the manner and degree in which its provisions bore 
upon the subject under consideration ; and we, at the same time, directed our at- 
tention to an investigation into the local or private interests which would be affected 
by any such alterations in the existing system, as the general interests of the Public 
might appear to require. 

We conceive it to have been one of the essential principles on which the Act of 
Union was founded, that the produce and manufactures of Great Britain and Ire- 
land should be interchanged between the two countries with the same facility and 
freedom as between the different ports of Great Britain. And it appears to us, that 
the 6 th article of that Act, by which the future intercourse between the two countries 
was regulated, was framed with a view to secure the ultimate adoption of this principle, 
although, in consideration of certain existing interests, it was thought advisable to 
limit its immediate and general application ; many of the duties which had been 
originally imposed with a view to protect the manufacturers of one country from the 
effects of the industry or the natural advantages of the other, were too high, and had 
been too long in operation to be at once prudently abolished ; and it was accord- 
ingly arranged, that these duties should be continued at a reduced rate, and for 
634 . As a limited 
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a limited period, preparatory to their final removal. Under this arrangement, all 
the Protecting Duties, which previously stood at a higher rate, were fixed at 10 per 
cent on the value, and were to continue at that amount till the year 1820. The 
Act did not expressly provide that the duties should finally cease at that period, and 
a doubt has been entertained, whether the words in which it is framed, were intended 
to convey that meaning. This question would naturally have formed a primary 
object of our consideration, if the point had not been decided by the authority of the 
Legislature, the Act of 1st George IV. having directed the continuance of the duties 
beyond the period limited by the Act of Union, although, at the same time, it pro- 
vided for their eventual cessation by the reduction of certain proportions of their 
amount at specified intervals, till the whole should ultimately be abolished in the 
year 1 840. It appears, however, that the arrangement intended to be made by this 
statute, was not considered by the House of Commons as conclusive, the subject 
having been resumed in the session immediately succeeding, and a resolution having 
been passed, in which the determination of the House to take the whole of these 
duties again into its consideration, was expressly recorded. 

With a view’, therefore, to facilitate a decision on points so important to the 
commercial intercourse between the several ports of the United Kingdom, and so 
immediately connected with an economical administration of the Revenue establish- 
ments, we shall proceed to submit to Your Lordships our opinions and observations, 
resulting from the information which w-e have had opportunities of collecting on this 
subject. Previously, however, to entering into the details connected with this branch 
of our inquiry, it may be proper to repeat our conviction that, the Act of Union has 
decided on the ultimate Abolition of these duties, and that, consequently, the 
opinions and observations which we are about to submit, will be confined to a con- 
sideration of the periods and gradations by which that abolition may be best accom- 
plished. There are many considerations which, in our opinion, render it desirable 
that this abolition should take place at the earliest practicable period. W e believe 
the effect of these, duties on the general and permanent interests of Ireland to be 
much more injurious than is commonly supposed, and to be by no means compen- 
sated by some temporary and partial benefits which are supposed to result from 
them. They are injurious to the industry of the country, by enhancing the price 
of the most indispensable instruments both of agricultural labour, and of those im- 
plements and materials which are in most general request by the various classes of 
artisans and mechanics ; and, at the same time, by making almost all manufactured 
articles from 15 to 20 per cent dearer than in England, they operate as a dis- 
couragement to residence in Ireland. Nor can we refrain from noticing, amongst 
other incidental objections, that they tend to keep alive an impression in the Inha- 
bitants of both countries, of the existence of separate and conflicting interests, 
wholly incompatible with that state of entire union and unrestrained intercourse 
which were the essential objects of a measure so conducive to the general strength 
and prosperity of the empire. Without enlarging on these topics, we shall content 
ourSelves with enforcing the opinion which we have expressed, in favour of an early 
extinction of these duties, by a reference to the measures pursued by the Legislature 
With respect to a most important article of the intercourse between the two countries, 
by which the interests of England were materially affected. At the period of the 
Union, Ireland was under the same restrictions with respect to its trade iu corn with 
Great Britain as were applied to foreign and independent states. By the Act of 
Union these restrictions were indefinitely continued. The wisdom of Parliament, 
however, on considerations of general policy (the soundness of which has never beeq 
questioned) seized the earliest opportunity of placing the trade in grain between 
Great Britain and Ireland on a footing of perfect equality and freedom ; and, in the 
year 1 806, an Act passed which provided for the removal of restrictions so injurious 
to Irish agriculture. Feeling ourselves therefore justified, in assuming that the ces- 
sation of all such restrictions is, on general grounds, desirable, we proceeded to direct 
our attention to the mode by which this object might be best carried into effect, due 
regard being paid to the private and particular interests affected by them, and to the 
distinctions between the several classes of articles on which they are levied. For 
this purpose it became necessary to make each of these classes the subject of our 
separate consideration, before w'e could venture to propose the particular periods for 
the cessation of the duty in each of those cases in which its partial continuance might 
be found expedient. With respect to the manner in which the Abolition of these 
duties should take place, it appears to us that the same scale and period of reduction 

cannot 
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annot be equally applicable to articles differing so essentially from each other in all 
those circumstances upon which the expediency of any continuance of the duty must 
be decided ; and we have, therefore, felt it our duty to consider and suggest the 
i s ions which, in our judgment, the peculiar circumstances of each particular 
description of manufacture appeared to require. 

It has been suggested to us, that the continuance of these Protecting Duties might 
be thought desirable as a source of public income; in this opinion we cannot concur, 
for even if they were productive to an amount which would make that object worthy 
of consideration, such a proceeding would, obviously, upon the principles to which 
we have adverted, be a departure from the Act of Union. First, because it wxmld 
constitute a restriction of the intercourse between England and Ireland, the effect 
of which would be to prevent that complete community of advantages and of interests 
which it was intended to establish : and, secondly, because it would, with respect to 
all articles subject to such duties, which are not manufactured in Ireland, amount 
to a virtual imposition of a higher rate of duty upon the consumer in Ireland, than 
would be borne by the consumer of similar commodities in Great Britain. 

Having thus stated to Your Lordships, the views and principles by which we have 
been influenced in entering on the consideration of the present branch of our inquiry, 
we proceed to offer those suggestions for a new adjustment and modification of the 
Union Duties, which, after an examination of the present state of the Manufacture 
and supply of each of the articles charged with them, we feel ourselves authorized to 
recommend. 

In laying these suggestions before Your Lordships, we shall unavoidably be led 
into considerable minuteness of detail ; and, for the purposes of reference it may be 
advisable to commence with a recapitulation of all the articles upon which we have 
to observe, in the order in which they stand in the Act of Union. They consist 
either of such as are specifically named in the 6th article of that Act, and are thereby 
made subject to certain rates of taxation; or, of those which, by the same article 
(referring for their enumeration to the second Schedule of the Act) are generally 
charged ^vith a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem. The former class comprises 
Woollens, Salt, Hops, Coals, Calicoes, Muslins, Cotton Yarn, and Twist; the 
latter, Apparel, Wrought Brass, Cabinet Ware, Coaches and other Carriages, 
Wrought Copper, Cottons (other than calicoes and muslins), Glass, Haberdashery, 
Hats, Tin Plates, Wrought Iron and Hardware, Gold and Silver Lace, Gold and 
Silver Thread, Bullion for Lace, Pearls and Spangles, Millinery, Stained Paper, Pot- 
tery, Sadlery and other Manufactured Leather, Silk Manufactures, and Stockings. 

In the observations we are about to offer on the different articles comprised in the 
above classes, we shall, for the present, throw out of consideration the duties upon 
Salt, Hops, and Coals, which differ in principle from that class which are usually stiled 
“ Protecting Duties.” The remainder we shall comprehend under one general 
head, retaining only that distinction to which we have already adverted, and which 
we think naturally arises between such articles as are manufactured both in Great 
Britain and Ireland, and such as are manufactured only in the former country. 

In order to form this division with as much accuracy as the nature of the subject 
would permit, we applied ourselves to the examination of the various descriptions 
of persons immediately concerned in the manufacture or sale of the several articles 
under consideration, and of those officially employed in the collection of the duties 
to which such articles are liable on importation. 

The information which we have obtained from these witnesses, and from various 
other sources, has led us to the conclusion that, W oollens, Cottons, Glass, Hats and 
Silk, may be considered as forming the whole class of articles of Irish manufacture 
which are placed under such circumstances as to offer reasonable ground for the 
continuance of the protection ; and that no other manufacture exists in that country 
of such a nature, or to such an extent, as to require it. 



OF the Manufactures comprised in the former class, the first in point of antiquity, woollen. 
if not of importance, is that of Woollen. This manufacture existed in Ireland at 
a very early period. It was the object of legislative enactment so early as the 3d 
year of Edward the 4th; and the Act of 33d Henry 8th, (a. d. 1542,) expressly 
mentions the exportation of woollen yam from Ireland. 

*634. a 3 r * 
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It was not a part of the early policy of England to deny to Ireland a free access 
to its market for the sale of Woollen Goods. The above-mentioned Act of Edward 
the 4 th, was among the earliest, if not the first, of those by which the importation 
of foreign goods was restricted, for the purpose of encouraging our domestic manu- 
factures. It prohibited generally, woollens* laces, ribbons, &c. from being imported 
into England : a provision was, however, inserted in this Act, “ That all wares and 

chaffers made in the land of Ireland or Wales, may be brought and sold in this 1 
“ land of England, as they were wont to do before the making of this statute.” 

Subsequent Acts, containing other prohibitory enactments, passed in the reigns 
of Elizabeth, James I, and Charles I; but as in these no exception in favour of 
Ireland is to be found, we have no means of ascertaining, whether the clause in the 
Act of Edward continued to operate in favour of Ireland, or not. It is, however 
to be observed, that none of the provisions of these later statutes affected either 
woollens, silks, gold and silver lace, or hats ; and there appears no reason to doubt, 
that these articles continued to be admitted from Ireland into the English market’ 
until by an Act, passed in the 1 2 Charles I r, such rates of duty were imposed as were 
calculated to prevent their importation, either from that country or from any other. 

Another Act, of the 12 Charles IF, c. 32, prohibited generally the exportation of 
wool from England. The exportation of Irish wool to foreign countries was also 
H & 15 Chas, 2, prohibited, though it was permitted to be exported to England, under a duty of 15 d. 

‘ per stone of i 81 bs. ; subsequently, by the 9th and 10th of William III, Fullers earth 

was prohibited from being exported to Ireland. 

On this footing, we believe, the laws stood till the year 1698, when, with a view 
“ to secure the Woollen manufacture as much as possible entire to this realm,” both 
houses of the English parliament addressed King William, “ to use his utmost 
“ diligence to hinder the exportation of wool from Ireland, except to be imported 
“ hither; and, for discouraging the Woollen, and encouraging the Linen manufac- 
“ tures, of Ireland.” 

To these addresses the King replied in favourable terms ; and the immediate conse- 
quence was, the passing of an Act prohibiting the exportation of wool, woollen yam, 
new or old drapery, from Ireland, to any other place than England. The value of 
the permission to export to England does not appear to have been great, for manu- 
factured woollens were still subject to the high duties imposed by the 12th Charles II; 
and the Irish parliament, not content with those duties, (which amounted really to 
a prohibition) imposed an additional tax of 4s. in the pound ad valorem, on the 
exportation of all old drapery (except frieze), and 2 s. in the pound on all new 
drapery. 

Under this code of laws, England effectually restrained tire Irish woollen manu- 
facturer. The supply of the raw material was narrowed by the impossibility of 
importing British wool; and the manufactured goods were confined to the consump- 
tion of Ireland only, no article being exportable (except under such duties as 
amounted to a prohibition) in a more advanced state of manufacture than that of 
Yarn, which (under the same regulations as applied to raw wool) could be exported 
only from specified ports in Ireland, into others in Great Britain. 

It is nevertheless remarkable, that, though the English clothiers had succeeded to 
so great a degree in establishing the opinion, that it was necessary for the welfare of 
England, that the other nations of the world should be dependent on them for a sup- 
ply of Woollen Cloth, yet that there were two points in the system of legislative 
protection to which they never reached, though they were both carried by their 
rivals in the linen manufacture of Ireland ; we mean, a bounty on exportation to 
foreign countries, and an exemption from duty on the admission of their goods 
into the sister kingdom. 

Of this ill-advised system, there is scarcely a vestige left. In the year 1779, the 
laws were repealed, which prohibited the exportation of woollen goods from Ireland 
to foreign countries, and to the British colonial possessions. 

By the Act of Union, the duties on woollen goods, imported from either country 
to the other, were confined to those called “ Old and New draperies,” and the high 
British duties imposed by the Act of 1 2th Charles II, were reduced to the rates then 
payable on importation into Ireland; viz. 8}d. per yard on the Old, and per 
ytfrd oH the New drapery. By the same Act, England so far relaxed her monopoly 
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s to, permit the export of wool, and of woollen and worsted yarn, duty free, to 

Ireland. 

It is gratifying to perceive, that the spirit of commercial jealousy in which this 
erroneous policy was founded, is now rapidly subsiding. Strongly as it manifested 
itself in England in the year 1785, on the question of the commercial propositions, 
and subsequently in 1800, it is to be observed, that, at the present moment, when 
the most severe pressure is felt by the landed interest, resulting in a considerable 
degree from the free admission of Irish corn, which was granted so lately as 1 806, 
not a complaint has been heard, or a wish expressed, to have recourse to what is 
called “ a Protecting System.” England, as it was the first which adopted, so it 
has been the first to abandon, this misplaced jealousy. In this country, we believe, 
it has almost entirely ceased; in Ireland, in some few particular interests, it still 
partially lingers ; but we trust, that the period is not far distant, when, in that country 
al6o, it will become extinct for ever. 

Whilst the system of severe restraint continued, the Irish woollen manufacture 
was very inconsiderable. Not above one-fourth part of the wool grown in Ireland, 
is stated to have been worked up for consumption in the country. Three-fourths 
were spun into Yarn, and exported to England. The average from 176410 1771, 
was 170,038 stones; and from 1771 to 1777, 101,934 ditto. 

At this period, Serges, Camlets, Friezes, Stuffs and other articles, were extensively 
manufactured at Carrick on Suir, and at other places ; and though a portion of these 
articles seems to have found a market in Scotland, they must have been principally 
for the home consumption, and for the supply of the lower orders ; the finer de- 
scription of woollens being, for the most part, imported from England. 

It does not appear to us necesssary to enter minutely into comparative details of 
export and import of woollen goods antecedently to the Union. We shall content 
ourselves, therefore, with observing, that, from all the information which we have 
collected upon the subject, we are led to conclude, that, in the thirty years which 
preceded it, the manufacture gradually, but not very materially, improved. 

We have noticed, that the Irish duties on the import of English woollens weTe 
not altered at the Union : the British duties were reduced and assimilated to them. 
In the then existing state of the manufacture in the two countries, no immediate 
change was likely to result from this arrangement; but the permission to import 
British wool and woollen yarn into Ireland, duty free, which was conceded at that 
time, has produced a much more striking effect upon the Irish manufacture. Raw 
wool, according to its quality and price, is now freely exchanged between the two 
countries ; and the accounts of imports and exports show, that, for the average of the 
last seven years, Ireland has 

Imported - - - - 45 > 49 i cwt. ; and 

Exported - - - - 45,977 d°. 

From the same accounts it appears, that her trade in the article of Yarn has un- 
dergone a complete revolution ; the exportation of worsted yarn to England having 
of late years almost entirely ceased. Of that article, the importation into Ireland, 
which in 1802, was limited to 17,181 lbs. continued gradually to increase, until in 
1813, it reached 1,509,072 lbs. In the year 182 1, it still amounted to 754,410 lbs. 

From these facts it may fairly be inferred, that Ireland now consumes, in the 
manufacture of Woollens, an amount of the raw material nearly, if not quite, equal 
to the whole of her own growth, instead of exporting, as she did in the year 1777, 
three-fourths of it in the shape of Yarn. We have no reason to suppose that the 
quantity of wool grown in Ireland has decreased to any considerable extent ; and, 
if such be not the fact, there can be no reason to doubt, that the quantity of woollen 
goods manufactured in Ireland since the Union, is very greatly increased. 

The Evidence before us states, that the number of yards of Cloth imported from 
England is one-third of the quantity consumed in Ireland ; but (as the importation 
consists chiefly of cloth of the finer qualities) the value is supposed to be equal to 
one-half of what is so consumed. This state of things appears to be the con- 
sequence of the manner in which the duties are imposed ; 8 \ d. per yard, for a cloth 
worth 4 s. per yard, is a protecting duty equal to 1 6 per cent on the value, whilst 
the same sum on a superfine cloth of 25 s - cannot afford a protection of any im- 
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Appendix, 

N° 2. 

Mr. Mathews’s Let- 
ter of 9 April 1822, 
with Statement. 



Appendix, 

N“ 22. 

Mr. 0 . VVillans’ 
Evidence. 



Appendix, 

N°* 21, 23. 
Mr. J. Willans* 
Evidence ; 

Mr. Houghton’s d®, 
and his Letter, 
26th Nov. 1821. 



Appendix, 
N® 22. 



Appendix, 
N®* ui, 22. 



porttmce. Under these circumstances, the manufacture in Ireland is confined to the 
production of the lowest description of goods ; and, as yet, no fabric of superfine 
cloth, to any extent, has been successfully established. 

Your Lordships will find in the Appendix, an Account of the number of Persons 
stated to be employed and dependent on the Woollen manufacture, together with 
a Statement of the Value of its produce. This document has been prepared and 
transmitted to us by persons concerned in the trade, and we have no means of 
ascertaining in what degree the estimate may be relied upon. There appears, how- 
ever, to be no reason to doubt the general accuracy of the statements; and, in 
many particulars, we have reason to think them substantially correct. A difficulty 
in procuring accurate accounts on this subject, arises from the circumstance, that 
a very considerable portion of Irish wool is worked up by the peasants, and con- 
stitutes a manufacture wholly domestic, which cannot be classed or considered with 
those regular establishments respecting which information of a more accurate nature 
can be obtained. Mr. Willans informed us, that there are in Ireland 130 machines 
called “ Billies;” of these, his own establishment contains nine, at which were 
employed 277 workmen, whose families amounted to about 400 more. 

In the year 1805, an extensive manufactory was set on foot by Mr. Houghton, 
and another subsequently by Messrs. Willans, both of them being in connection with 
English firms. We refer Your Lordships to the evidence of both of these witnesses. 
Mr. Houghton states his confident opinion, that the manufactures will be ruined 
by the removal of the duties. Mr. Obadiah Willans minutely, and we believe 
accurately, details the circumstances under which the manufacture is carried on in 
his establishment, which, as Your Lordships will observe, was set on foot in 1811 ; 
and that Messrs. Willans then agreed to give the same rate of wages as were given 
in Yorkshire, in which they have since made no alteration, although in England 
several reductions have taken place in consequence of the alteration of markets, and 
the diminution in the price of provisions. ‘ They have had always,” as Mr. Willans 
states, “ enough to do, and he was determined the men should live as long as he 
“ could.” The result appears to be, that for making a piece of cloth of 80 yards, 
worth 55. 6d. per yard, they now pay 9 s. 8 d. more in wages than would be 
paid in Yorkshire; but that as the duty and charges on importing similar cloth 
would be 10 d. per yard, an advantage of 57 s. Irish, on the piece, is left to the 
manufacturer. A further deduction, he thinks, should be made from this sum, on 
account of the additional charges of fulling and finishing, and also for the use of 
machinery. Mr. Obadiah Willans strongly urges, that the removal of the duty 
should be gradual. He says, the manufacture is in its infancy ; that their whole 
hope is founded on being able, by degrees, to educate Irish labourers in habits of 
industry and regularity ; that this can only be done by introducing English workmen 
to overlook and instruct ; that he has hitherto been successful in this course, but 
that a sudden reduction of wages would induce the English hands to quit. In ten 
years, he thinks, they will have trained up double the number of hands they now 
have, “ for men are alive to business, and the more factories there are, the more 
“ hands will be made.” 

With a view to the ultimate abolition of the duty, he prefers the removal of 
a part in each succeeding year, so that the whole should cease at the expiration of 
ten years, which he thinks would be a better plan than that prescribed by the late 
Act of Parliament, for diminishing the duty by proportions of two and a half per 
cent, at intervals of five years. • - ’ 

Such is the general statement of Mr. Willans. We must add, however, that we 
have not been convinced that the necessity exists to the degree in which he represents 
it, for continuing a rate of wages to the workmen, so high, as that which he is now 
giving. It must be remembered, that his men engaged to work, in the first instance, 
for the same wages as . were given in Yorkshire, at a time when the price of pro- 
visions was high, both in that county and at Dublin. In both places provisions have 
since fallen, and if wages were also to fall in both, the workmen would be still in. 
the same situation as to the means of living as when they began. That the adjust- 
•;meqt of wages, naturally consequent upon a considerable reduction of the expense 
of . subsistence, has not taken place in Ireland, though it has in England, we believe, 
in this instance, to result from the operation of the import ,duty ; and Mr. Willans 
himself appears,' by his evidence, to have been fully aware that such is the cause 
to which it must be attributed. 

We 
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We have been induced to enter fully into the circumstances of the manufacture of 
Old Draperies ; and we have now to draw your Lordships attention to the subject 
of the New. 



THE importation of Worsted Yarn, duty free, has wholly changed the course of 
fh's branch of the manufacture. Little or no worsted is now spun in Ireland, and 
tl e facility with which that which is imported can be purchased and woven into 
Stuffs enables the poor country weavers to engage in the undertaking. And, accord- 
• glv ’this class of persons appears, in fact, to have taken the business out of the 
hands of the great manufacturers. These country weavers are stated by Mr. Willans 
(however different the case may be with the workmen in the other branches of the 
woollen manufactory) to be willing to work at the same prices they do in England. 
As they buy their yarn and execute their weaving and finishing at the cheapest rate, 
the low stuffs manufactured by them are now brought to market at their natural 
price, regulated by the cost of production only, and not at all increased by the 
operation of the duty. 

If it required Capital to enter into this manufacture, the case would certainly be 
different. It would then be confined to the hands of a few persons, and they would 
be enabled so to regulate the supply, as to raise the price to the consumer just to 
that point at which it would be profitable to sell a similar commodity imported from 
England, with the duty charged upon it. This is, in fact, the process that actually 
takes place with regard to the other articles of manufacture in Ireland, to which the 
Union duties attach. It is the extent of the competition in the branch of manufac- 
ture under consideration, that has maintained the comparatively free trade, and con- 
sequent low prices. These prices, for the coarse and middle qualities of plain stuffs, 
are probably lower at present than the prices of similar articles in England ; and 
we see no reason why this description of stuffs should not be exported for sale to 
this country, were it not for the existence of the duty. On goods of little value, the 
duty actually exceeds theltost of that part of the manufacture which it is intended to 
protect. For, it must bg. remembered, that the yarn passes freely, leaving the duty 
to bear wholly upon the processes of weaving and finishing. 

Upon apiece of Worsted Stuff containing 28 yards, worth 18/, I is equal to about 35 h per cent 
the duty at 2 %d. per yard, amounting to 6/5 - - -J upon the value. 

Upon another, worth 66/, the same duty, say 6/5 - - - is equal to toj per cent. 

This tax is a complete prohibition on the low priced article ; for instance — 

The wages paid for weaving a piece of low-priced stuff in *• 

Ireland, is - 26 

Add, cost of dying, finishing, &c. 2 9 

5 3 



NEW DRAPERY. 



Appendix, 

N° 5 - 

Vide Letter from 
Mr. Mathews, of 
25 April 1822. 



By this account it appears that the duty to which these goods would be liable, on 
import into England, would exceed by 1/2 per piece, the whole cost both of weaving 
and finishing. 

The average annual quantity of New Draperies imported into Ireland from the 
year 1813 to* 821, both inclusive, was 980,792 yards, and the importation appears 
to be rather on the decline. We are assured, however, that it consists, in a great 
measure, either of fancy goods, or of articles of superior quality, which have no cor- 
responding manufacture in Ireland. 

It remains for us to suggest the mode in which the trade in- Woollens between the 
two countries may be most advantageously relieved from all restrictions ; restoring 
thereby to Ireland that free access to the market of England, of which she was 
deprived by the statute of Charles II. 

Little now remains to accomplish that great object ; the groundless fears and 
prejudices of the English manufacturers are no longer heard ; it may, indeed, be 
regretted that the tone which was formerly held upon this subject in Ireland, is in 
some degree changed ; whilst the restrictive laws continued, it was contended that 
such were the natural facilities of Ireland, that had it not been for them, that country 
would have rivalled at least, if not eclipsed, England, in the woollen manufacture. 
Now that it is an object to extend to Ireland a tree and unreserved enjoyment of all 
the benefits (whatever thev may be) which the English manufacturer enjoys, we are 
- 634. B met 
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met by doubts, whether Ireland: be capable of taking the advantage of a privilege; 
the withholding of which was long the ground of such well founded complaints. Our 
own view of the subject, after the most careful investigation, very much, coincides 
with that which is taken of it by Mr. John Willans. We agree entirely with his 
statement, that, up to the present time, the duty has not operated at all upon two- 
thirds of the consumption, except as a tax, (inasmuch as it has not raised into exist- 
ence any thriving manufacture of the finer goods ;) and we think it a matter of serious 
regret, that this tax should fall the heaviest upon the cheapest description of goods, 
which is in use among the lower orders. We are also of opinion, that he is right 
in stating, that the manufacturers in Ireland have an ultimate prospect of making 
successfully that description of goods which they now import ; though, at present, 
they have neither sufficient hands nor materials for the purpose. 

The materials, we think, may either be brought from foreign countries, or from 
some of the western ports of Great Britain, at an expense not much greater than 
would be incurred in transporting them to the manufactories of Yorkshire. And, 
with respect to the workmen, we agree with Mr. Willans in the conclusion, that front 
the improvements which have already taken .place, it may reasonably be inferred, that 
(even if the trade were free) there w'ould be found the means of forming a sufficient 
supply of the different descriptions of workmen now wanted in Ireland. 

We think there can be no doubt, that the existence of a protecting duty must 
operate as a check on that spirit of exertion to which the Irish manufacturers must 
be roused, before they can place themselves upon that footing of equality upon which 
they must stand, to enable them to share w'ith England in an export trade to any 
-part of the world. So long as they keep up the wages of labour at a higher rate than 
is paid in England, we think it clear that there can be no market for their produce, 
except that of Ireland alone. They can have no hope of competing with English 
goods in foreign markets, until they come fairly down to the same level both of wages 
and profits ; and until the removal of the duty on import into Great Britain, shall 
enable them to export other articles of their produce and manufactures, through the 
markets of that country, with the same facilities as they already enjoy with respect 
to their linens. We do not, indeed, wish to hold it out as our opinion, that thf 
Woollen manufactures of Ireland are ever likely to equal in extent, either her own 
Xinen, or the British manufacture of Woollen. There is nothing in the natural 
circumstances of the country which points to that conclusion. All we intend to 
convey is, that whatever means Ireland possesses for carrying on Woollen manu- 
factures, it is necessary before she can make the most profitable application of them, 
that the intercourse with England should become perfectly free. 

We have said, that the present state of the two establishments of Messrs. Houghton 
and Messrs. Willans, convinces us that a system of improvement is begun; and we 
are equally convinced, that this tendency to improvement would be materially pro- 
moted by the operation of that incitement which can only be derived from compe- 
tition. On this ground, and on others previously adverted to, we offer the following 
.suggestion for the gradual abolition of the existing duty, viz. ; that of 8 \d. per yard 
on "Old Drapery, one penny should be taken off 31st December 1.823, and an 
-additional penny every succeeding year, until the year 1830, when all duty should 
finally be abolished. 

Respecting the duty on New Draperies, we recommend that it should immediately 
cease on such articles as are not manufactured in Ireland. We have sufficient 
evidence to show, that the only articles of this denomination which are manufactured; 
are plain worsted Stuffs, and w oollen and worsted Flannels; and we submit, that the 
duty should henceforth be confined to those articles, and provision made for the 
gradual cessation of that duty, by reducing it at the rate of one-halfpenny per annum, 
commencing from the last day of the year 1 825,* so that it should also entirely cease 
,in the year 1 830. 

It appears by the custom-house returns, that a duty is separately levied upon 
ornamental Old Drapery : as no goods similar to those which are included under tins 
head are manufactured in Ireland, we recommend that the duty on them should 
cease on the 5th of April 1823. 

• We should here close our observations upon this subject, if a circumstance had 
not presented itself to our attention, which we feel ourselves called upon especially 
to notice.. We find that other articles of Woollen manufacture than those known .at 

the 
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the time of the Union by the name of Old and New draperies, are now charged 
with duties. 

Y^r Lordships will observe, that in the resolutions which were voted in the 
Kish House of Commons, in March 1800, it was resolved, “ That all articles of the 
Produce or manufacture of either country shall pass duty free, except such as are 
* hereinafter enumerated and in the subsequent enumerations, it is stated, 
amongst other matters relating to the commercial intercourse, “ that the Woollen 
“ manufactures shall pay on importation into each country, the duties now payable 
“ on importation into Ireland.” 

This resolution was subsequently amended in the British Parliament, and it was 
finally resolved, “ That Woollen manufactures, known by the name of Old and New 
« draperies, shall pay on importation into each country, the duty now payable on 
“ importation into Ireland.” 

The 6tb article of the Act of Union is worded in precise conformity with the 
resolution in its amended form. 

From this course of the proceeding, we think it quite clear, that it was in the first 
instance proposed, that all Woollen manufactures should, without exception, be 
subject to the duty ; — that on consideration it was decided, that not all, but such 
woollen goods only as were at that time known by the particular names above men- 
tioned, should be made so subject. We have, therefore, thought it incumbent on 
us to examine the Schedule of the Custom duties contained in the Act 40 Geo. 3* 
c 4 (Irish), with a view to see what articles of Woollen fabric were, and what were 
not,’ at that period, known by the name of, and subject to the duties on Old and New 
drapery ; and in the Schedule of this Act we find the following entries 

£. s. d. 

Blankets, vocat Paris mantles, coloured, each - - - o. 3. 4 5 - 

Ditto - - - ditto - - uncoloured - - - o. 2. 7.$, 

Blanketting, for every 100/. value - - - - 12. 14. ». 

Carpets, per square yard - - - ' * - o. o. 2 3 . 

Carpetting, for every 100/. value - - - - -12. 14. 1. 

We think it must obviously be inferred that, as Blankets (then expressly called 
Paris mantles), together with blanketting, carpets and earpetting, were then known 
by other names, and subject to other duties, than Old or New drapery, they must 
have been the exceptions to which the amended resolution was intended to apply, 
and that not being enumerated in the Act of Union, they were to be admitted into 
either country duty free. This view of the rh alter precisely agrees with that taken 
at the time of passing the Act, by the Irish Board of Customs; and we have in- 
serted in the Appendix, an extract from a document which was issued immediately 
after the Union, for the guidance of the officers of the Customs m the collection ot 
the duties on British goods, as they stood affected by the operation of that Act. 
The articles above* named were put down as free, and they continued to pass tree 
for several years. We are not able to give a satisfactory account of the circum- 
stances which occasioned the revival of the duties, because the accounts wo have 
received are themselves somewhat contradictory. The evidence of Captain Trench, 
-an extract from an official publication on the Irish Customs, by Mr. Hautenville, 
and an extract of a letter from Mr. Mathews, will be found in the Appendix, each 
of which throw some light on the proceeding ; but we have no hesitation in saying, 
that die collection of the duties on those articles (which, as we have shown, were 
notin 1800 known by the names of Old or New drapery) appears to us a-dneet 
violation of the Act of Union, and that the continuance of it is not warranted. 

The course of this transaction tends strongly to confirm the opinion we have been 
led to adopt, that, until the regulation of the Custom departments of the two coun- 
tries is committed to one superintending board, distinctions and obstructions in the 
commercial intercourse will gradually arise, in defiance both of the spirit and the 
^provisions of the Act of Union. 
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COTTON. IT was an early object with the Irish Legislature to promote the establishment of 

the Cotton Manufacture in that country. For the purpose of carrying this object 

into effect, they not; only endeavoured to secure the monopoly of the home market, 
by the imposition of high import duties, but they had also recourse to the distribution 
of public money in the form of bounties. The import duties on Cotton goods were 
increased from time to time, until they stood as follows : — 

£. i. d. 

Calicoes. — Plain white, per cent ad valorem - - 12. 14. 1 - 

Additional, per yard - - - o. o. 8 . 

Printed, painted or stained - - - o. a. 4. 

Muslins. — W orked or figured, but not painted or stained, 

per cent ad valorem * - - - 12. 14. iv. 

Additional, per square yard - - - - o. o. 8 . 

Cotton Twist, &c. per cent ad valorem - - - 12. 14. 1. 

With regard to the Bounties, Your Lordships will find, in the record which is pre- 
served of the evidence taken at the bar of the British House of Commons in 1785, 
on the subject of the Irish commercial propositions, the deposition of Colonel 
Brooke, who was then engaged in an attempt to carry on a Cotton manufacture at 
Prosperous, in the county of Kildare ; it appears that he had received two grants 
of money, amounting to* 4,500/. ; and that a sum of 32,000/. had also been ad- 
vanced to him by way of loan. In addition to which, he received a bounty of 5 per 
cent ad valorem, on all such goods as were composed of a mixture of linen and 
cotton. 

Ireland was, undoubtedly, instigated to the adoption of this course by the exclu- 
sive spirit of the commercial policy of England. It will be found, that few exceptions 
in favour of the Sister Kingdom were inserted in the list of goods absolutely pro- 
hibited to be imported into this country ; in which list, all goods made of Cotton 
wool, every description of manufactured woollen, silk, and leather, together with 
cattle, sheep, malt, stuffs, and other less important articles, were at one time com- 
prehended. In this embarrassing situation of exclusion from the markets of Great 
Britain, and deriving little assistance from foreign trade, Ireland had no other course 
to pursue for the protection of her own industry, except that of maintaining, by 
restrictive duties on the importations from Great Britain, the manufacturing means 
she possessed for the supply of her own markets. 

A better order of things has since been established. By the Act of Union it was 
provided, that the duties on calicoes and muslins should remain unaltered till the 
5th January 1808; from and after which they were successively lowered by eight 
equal annual reductions, in such manner, that, from the year 1816, they have stood 
at 10 per cent ad valorem. 

ronbivS sfcPL r**'-* ‘ ■ ... •••*_ •!' 

3 ‘h 3 " ! ' The duties on cotton yarn and twist, were continued also till 1808; from which 

ooi t ' me they, in like manner, were gradually reduced, until they finally ceased in 1816. 

Your Lordships will observe, that there are no obvious means of comparing 
ditties which were at one time levied by a rate on the value in addition to a rate by 
the yard, and at another time rated on the value only. With a view of obtaining 
a comparative estimate of the probable amount ad valorem of these duties; we had 
recourse to the Chamber of Commerce in Manchester, from which we were fur- 
Appendix, nished with the Account in the Appendix. We have since been enabled to inspect 

V 3- (A-) an official calculation, which was made in Ireland at the period of the Uriion, for 

Mr. Mathews’s Let- the purpose of illustrating the point in question, which shows the rate per cent on 
terof 17 April 1 822, j^jg value of the article of the several duties when taken together, and the reductions 
Duties at theL'uiou! Jopk place in each succeeding year. It will appear, on reference to this ac- 
’ count, that the duty on grey and white calicoes, amounted to 68/. 2 s. 10 d. on 
every too/, value; and on printed calicoes, to 46/. i8j. 10 \d.\ and that the 
reductidri tdok place in the following proportions 

v. . ■ . . i - ^ 
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GREY OR WHITE CALICOES. 



YEARS. 


Rote per Cent the 
DUTY 


J 800 


_ _ - 




1801 


- - - 




1802 


— 


£. s. d. 


1803 


- ' * 


1 68. a. 10. 


1804 


- - - 


1805 


- - - 




1806 


- - - 




1807 






1808 


- - - 


62. 7. 4. 


1809 


- - - 


57 - 3 - 4 - 


1810 


- - ' 


51- * 9 - 5 - 


1811 


-. - " 


47. 1. 10. 


1812 


. - - 


41. 17- 2 - 


1813 


. - - 


34. 17. 8. 


1814 


- - . 


27. 18. 1. 


1815 


- ' 


20. 18. 6. 


1816 




'j 


1817 






1818 


- . - 


\ 10. 0. 0. 


1819 


- - - 




1820 


" " “ 





PRINTED CALICOES. 



1800 - 

1801 - 
180a • 

1803 ■ 

1804 

1805 

1806 

1807 

1808 

1809 

1810 

1811 

1812 

1813 

1814 

1815 
18:6 

1817 

1818 

1819 

1820 



Rate per Cent the 
DUTY 



£. J. d. 

^ 46. 18. 10 J. 



43- IO. IO. 
40. 1 2. 9. 
37. 14. 8. 
34. 16. 8. 
30. 9- 7 i - 

26. 2. o. 
20. 6. 4. 
14- 10. 3. 



It is we think, a matter of the greatest importance to trace the effect produced 
upon the manufacture, by so rapid and so extensive a diminution of the duty, and 
to compare that effect with the confident statements and predictions made by the 
manufacturers. 

At the bar of the Irish House of Commons it was alleged, by Mr. John Orr, vide Evidence 
That a reduction of the duty to 10 per cent would turn out of the trade all persons taken before the 
employed in the’ cotton manufacture. They must, he said go to England, <%“ 
become soldiers ; and, without the protecting duties, the mills for spinning yarn 
must s.top. 

Mr Dennis Thomas O’Brien stated, That if the duty was reduced to 10 per cent, 
the Irish manufacturers must give up business. 

Mr. Henry Sadler said, That he was certain he would not be able to carry on the 
manufacture, in case the duties were removed. 

Mr. John Duffy was sure there was not a man in Ireland would have any thing 
to do. with printing, if the duties were reduced. 

Mr. Nicholas Grimshaw stated, That he had, in 1784, erected the first cotton 
mill in Ireland, and that if any reduction was to take place in the duties, the 
manufacture must cease. 

Other witnesses, in terms equally confident, maintained the same opinions. 

Since the year 1816, the duty has stood at 10 per cent ad valorem , alike both 
in England and Ireland ; and the sure test of experience has shown these appre- 
hensions to have l>een entirely without loundation. 



kjcjA. 
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We -proceed therefore to lay before Your Lordships, accounts of the quantity of 
cotton wool, twist and yam, -imported at different periods, by the comparison of 
which, the state and progress of the manufacture can be accurately measured. 

The total quantity of raw cotton, and cotton yarn and twist, imported into 
Ireland, during a period of three years ending in 1804, amounted to 2,244,582 lbs. ; 
for three years ending in 1820, to 4,787,071 lbs. By this account it is evident* 
that the manufacture has more than doubled in amount. A reference, indeed, to 
a more detailed Statement in the Appendix will show', that while the duty was 
diminishing, the manufacture continued to increase in so steady and regular a man- 
ner, as almost to point to the conclusion, that the increase was actually produced 
by the reduction of the duties. As this reduction was not carried so far as wholly 
to throw open the British market to the Irish manufacturer, that opinion cannot 
justly be entertained ; but, nevertheless, we think it quite evident, that great and 
rapid as that reduction was, it produced no interruption or inconvenience to the 
manufacturer. 

The account to which we have above referred, serves also to illustrate a point 
which we think it important to notice. The duty upon cotton yarn and twist was 
made wholly to cease in the year 1816 (as it was the policy of the Act of Union 
to secure; as early as possible, the free interchange of the materials for manufacture.) 
The pow.er of British machinery lias been most advantageously applied to the pro- 
duction of this commodity, and it is in this early branch of the manufacture, rather 
than in the subsequent one of weaving, that the advantages derived from the posses- 
sion of large capitals, and from cheapness of coals, are principally felt. Judging, 
therefore, by the confident expressions in which the Irish cotton manufacturers 
predicted the inevitable destruction of their establishments, it would be natural to 
expect that the cessation of the protecting duty in 1816, must have effected the 
ruin of the cotton spinners in Ireland. A contrary result, however, has been evi- 
dently produced. The accounts show, that out of the whole! quantity of cotton, 
both raw and spun, which is imported for the use of the manufacture, there is 
a far greater proportion of raw cotton than there used to be ; thereby clearly 
proving, that out of the increased quantity manufactured, a larger proportion is at 
present .spun, in Ireland, than when the cotton spinners were, what is called 
“ protected.” 

The removal of the duty has begun to have a still wider and more important 
operation. Mr. Mathews, the Secretary to the Chamber of Commerce in Man- 
chester (who is also concerned in an establishment for the manufacture of Cotton 
gocxjs in Ireland), in his evidence states, that “ he believes they can spin, yarn for 
“ exportation ; in fact, they have exported yarns from the Belfast market to 
“ Glasgow.” In corroboration of this statement, we subjoin the Account of Yarns 
exported from Ireland : 




From these facts, this important conclusion is to be drawn, that in the only 
branch of Cotton manufacture, in which the experiment of a free trade has been tried, 
Rie Irish manufacturer has not only maintained his ground without sustairiing.tmy 
isyury, but has actually found a market out of his pwn country. . 
v Looking, 'however, trt the general situation arid circumstances of the Cotton manu- 
facture, we have thought it desirable, iii ordei* to' obtain a Trdbable estimate 

number 
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number of hancte employed in it, to have a calculation formed from the quantity; of 
the raw material annually worked up. This we have procured from the Chamber of 
(Commerce^ in Manchester ; and comparing it with the general information we have 
received, we are led to believe that reliance may be placed on it r and that the apparent 
results which are obtained are nearly correct. 

Admitting that the number of hands, actually employed, may be 8,000, and' that 
with other individuals of their families who depend on them for subsistence, 20,000 
persons may altogether be maintained by the manufacture of Cotton goods; it is, 
after all, a matter of deep regret, that so limited a progress should have been made 
fn this branch of industry ; and that at a time when British cotton goods are finding 
markets not only in Europe, but in the remotest parts of Asia and America, the Irish 
manufacturers should not do more than furnish a scanty supply for their home 

C ° That^they do nearly supply the home market with plain calicoes and muslins, is 
evident from the returns, which show that the quantity imported is but. a small, pro- 
portion of what is consumed ; the value of these articles, imported in i8*n, having 
been. as follows: — 

Calicoes - - - - £■ 8,800 

Muslins - 22,000. 



Your Lordships will, however, observe, that there is a considerable importation 
of Cotton woods, which are described in the schedule as “ other than calicoes or 
« muslins ;” the value of these, in the year above referred to, amounted to £.145,000, 
and this description comprehends a great variety of articles, with reference to which 
Mr. Mathews states, “ that four-fifths of these have no corresponding manufacture 
“ in Ireland. That head of duty comprises quilts, counterpanes, jeans, and' an 
« immense number of articles. Four- fifths will be found not to be at all manufac- 
“ tured or produced in Ireland ; but they are perfectly capable of producing them, 
“ if they could be employed ; but inasmuch as their productions are for home con- 
“ sumption, it would not be the interest of any manufacturer to embark in producing 
H them • for, taken individually, they are of so , small an amount, that it would not 
“ answer to embark on so small a scale, and more particularly when the season js 
“ advanced to which the goods are applicable, the demand ceases, leaving tig 
“ surplus quantity they may have on hand, or in their looms, as a dead weight till 
“ the next year, subject to deterioration of value, and loss of interest, and change of 
“ fashion.” 

Whatever may be the cause of the slow progress of this manufacture, we are fully 
persuaded that there is nothing in the natural circumstances of Ireland, or in the 
qualities of the Irish people, which incapacitates them from entering into it advan- 
tageously; and if they have hitherto been prevented from doing so, it must have 
arisen from some temporary or accidental causes, the nature of which, the information 
we have collected may, perhaps, afford the means of developing. 

The witnesses generally agree in complaining of the narrowness and uncertainty 
of the home market; and we believe this to be the primary cause of all the othet 
inconveniences under which they are found to labour. They complain of the frequent 
occurrence of over-stocked markets ; of combinations to raise the wages of labour ; 
and a statement has been made to us, of the disadvantageous circumstances under 
which the weavers are supplied with the spun material; evils, which, if really existing, 
are sufficient to keep down any manufacture, and which we shall, therefore, endeavour 



more fully to examine. 

Both Mr. Hayes and Mr. Mathews speak of the frequency of a glutted .state of 
the market ; a period of three years seldom passing without a recurrence of this cala- 
mity. Its effects, both upon the manufacturer and the labourer, are fully explained 
by both of these witnesses. Mr. Hayes states, “ that the sale of the Irish manufac- 
“ tures, at present, is completely confined to the market of Ireland ; that the market 
“ i s very easily glutted ; and, from his own observation, he thinks that happens 
“ about every third year. That the manufacturer is destroyed by being obliged to 
“ sell his goods at an undervalue, by which he has frequently lost m the third year 
'< e what he has realised in the two former. That he has reason to believe, that if 
“ the duties were removed, those gluts would' not take place, or would not be so 
injurious to. the manufacturer as they are. That the consequence would he, that 
“ the manufactures themselves would be very much extended .m; Ireland, and that 
1,34' B « " hf 
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“ he has no doubt that English capitalists would come over here and form establish- 
“ ments. That they are liable to much interruption from the combination of work- 
“ men. When trade is brisk the workmen turn out, and, for want of sufficient 
“ number, the hands are able to dictate to their masters. For instance, if a weaver 
“ will earn 3! d. a yard for weaving cotton cords, if a demand comes for the article, 
“ he will immediately raise his demand to4i</. 5d. and 6 d. which has been obliged 
“ to be given him at those times. That they would get rid of that difficulty, if the 
“ ports were open, and the British duty removed, by employing a greater number of 
“ hands ; and then” (as he stated) “ they would be obliged to come into our terms, 
“ instead of our coming into theirs ; but that it is not worth their while to do it with 
“ the uncertain market they now have.” 

From these statements, we think it is apparent, that the Irish home market is 
too limited to enable the Irish manufacturer (while confined to that only) to carry 
on his business in the most economical manner, or to avail himself of advantages 
which w'ould otherwise be within his reach. Under circumstances which render 
him liable to have his manufactured stock frequently left upon his hands, he must, 
in order to carry on his business with profit, ultimately obtain a price sufficient to 
compensate for this disadvantage. In the interval his works cease, and he can 
neither discontinue nor resume them without additional expense. It is also of little 
or no importance to the manufacturer, as he is at present situated, that the general 
and natural price of ordinary labour in Ireland, is lower than his competitors are 
forced to pay in England ; for, if he can give his labourers neither full nor constant 
employment, their wages must, in some degree, cover, not only the time they work, 
but that during which they are idle ; and, in addition to this, it was strongly pressed 
upon our attention, that, as a small part only of the whole number capable of w ork, 
can now be constantly employed, it has never been worth while to train the women 
and children to an occupation so well suited to their strength and habits. 

We are of opinion, therefore, that, until Ireland can have access to a more ex- 
tended market, the Cotton manufacture cannot be carried on so advantageously as it 
might otherwise be ; and that any inference drawn from the actual state of her 
manufacture, when compared with that of England, must not be taken as conclusive 
of the inability of Ireland to enter successfully into this branch of industry. 

We are aware, that foreign and colonial markets of every description, are equally 
open to both countries. Ireland may export directly from her own ports to foreign 
countries ; or, she may enter goods for exportation without payment of duty, in the 
ports of Great Britain, and ship them from thence : and it would seem at first 
sight, as if this would be sufficient for all purposes, but a closer examination proves 
that it is not so. Why cotton goods are not likely to be sent direct from Ireland to 
foreign markets, is, we think, fully explained by Mr. Mathew's; he says, “ You 
“ will not find that foreigners will go to Ireland to invest a portion of their money 
“ in particular articles ; there may not be a vessel for the port of destination, and 
•“ they are obliged to be reshipped at Liverpool. A foreign merchant cannot go to 
•“ Ireland to complete an assortment ; he may get partial articles, but he cannot 
“ make up a regular assortment.” 

Mr. Hayes states to the same effect : — “ W'e have no orders here for foreigners ; 
“ it must be part of an assorted cargo ; and it is not worth the while of a foreigner 
“ to come here to get an assorted cargo, for the market is not sufficient to afford it 
“ to him.” 

From these statements we think there can be little, doubt, that, so long as the 
produce of Ireland is not sufficiently various to make up an assorted cargo, it is 
through Great Britain that Irish cotton goods must find a foreign market. Though 
a free access to the markets on this side of the water is prevented by the ten per 
cent duties ; yet, if goods are brought into British ports solely for the purpose of re- 
export, they are not charged with the duty. It appears, however, that the expense 
of warehousing, and the other difficulties arising from custom-house search, are, in 
some degree, equivalent to duty. And, further, that an admission into Manchester 
itself (where the chief market for cotton goods is to be found) is necessary for the 
prosperity of the Irish manufacturer. 

Mr. Hayes strongly insisted on this point ; he stated, “ that goods shipped to 
“ Liverpool for a foreign market, when they are to be sent from Liverpool, are ndt 
. charged 
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« charged With the 10 per cent duty ; but, when they are shipped to Liverpool, to 
U be sent into the interior of the country, they are charged with duty.” 

With respect to those which are said to be fitted for the German market, he 
stated, “ that Manchester is the market to which the Germans principally send their 

< orders ; they would not come to Liverpool to look for, them ; Manchester is the 
head quarters, if I may use the expression, of the persons supplying assortments 

i 0 f goods. If the 10 per cent duty were taken off, we should be able to send those 

< goods, in considerable quantities, to the Manchester market.” 

The necessity of admitting the Cotton goods freely into Great Britain, for the pur- 
pose of finding an extended market, is, we think, more fully illustrated by a reference 
to the state of the Linen manufacture, than any other statement we can make. 

That manufacture (the most prosperous one in Ireland, and perhaps the only one 
which can deserve that description in comparison with those of Great Britain) has 
at this moment no protection from British competition; no obstruction from the free 
access to British markets. If either of these in the shape of reciprocally protecting 
duties, had ever existed, the manufacture would never have attained any considerable 
importance ; and were either of them now to be imposed, it would inevitably be 
destroyed. A free export from the ports of Ireland, or a transit, without the payment 
of duty, through the ports of England, would not have ensured the success of this 
manufacture. It is actually in England (as we are assured by Mr. Chaine) that Appendix, 
a large portion of Irish Linens is finally arranged, sorted, and prepared for export- N° 36. 
ation; and it is from and out of England, that no less a quantity than 9,442,431 
yards, were exported in the year 1821. The analogy of the cases leads almost • ’ 

inevitably to the conclusion, that when the conditions which are indispensable to the 
Linen manufacture shall be extended to the Cotton, it will not fail,Tn some degree, 
to partake of its prosperity. 

It may indeed be questioned, when the free access is given to the admission of 
Irish goods into the fully stocked markets of Great Britain, whether any advantage 
to that manufacture may be expected to arise. If we were disposed to rest the 
decision of this question upon authority only, we should content ourselves with 
referring to the testimony of Messrs. Hayes, Mathews, Ferrier, Partington, and 
others, all of whom are competent to form sound opinions on the subject, and who 
have all expressed their conviction, that the removal of the duties will be followed by 
an exportation of Cotton goods to England. It appears to us, that they have fully 
explained their reasons for entertaining that conviction, and we think it desirable 
distinctly to point them out. 

They state, that the supply of Yarn and Twist for the weavers is now' at a higher 
rate of charge than it would beat if the trade were open. The Irish spinners of yarn 
do not now produce a sufficiency for the market; between them, therefore, there is ■ ■* 

no competition, and they have no reason to sell at a lower price than that at which 
importers can afford to sell the British spun yarn. The merchants who bring 
this article from England are not compensated . for their risk and trouble, if they sell 
for less than from to 1 0 per cent above the cost price in England. In this manner, 
we think it appears that the Irish manufacturer now works at a disadvantage ; but 
jt is evident, that either a fuller supply from the Irish spinner, or a cheaper one from • 

Great Britain, would remove it, and it is from the latter source that it is reasonably ' 

to be looked for. The removal of the duties would probably bring it about some- . 3. 

what in this manner. 

Mr. Mathews assures us, that the English spinners and manufacturers are ready 
to send goods to Ireland for the purpose of being manufactured, if it can be done at 
a cheaper rate than they are now paying ; and there appears to be no doubt, that the 
ordinary labour of weaving could be obtained at a low er rate in Ireland than in 
England, provided that there were sufficient work to keep them steadily employed, 
upon a scale so extensive as to make it desirable to train up the women and children 
to the occupation. He says, “ I get great quantities of goods manufactured in Appendix, 
* Derbyshire, because I can get them done therefrom to 3 per cent cheaper than V 37- 
“ I can in my own immediate neighbourhood, and I think the difference of sending 
them to a port in Ireland, to be given out in the same way, would amount to very 
“ little; the export to Ireland would cost a very little more in proportion. We pay 
at present, for carriage and expense of putting out in Derbyshire, about a penny 
^ "'farthing a pound ; and’ I think, upon’ the calculations' I have been making, as to 

€ “ sending 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



Appendix, 

N“ 38. 

Mr. Ferrier's 
Evidence. 

Appendix, 

N°4- 

Mr. Mathews’s 
Letter, 25 April 

182a. 



Appendix, N° 33, 
Appendix, N° 1. 
Mr. Mathews’s 
Letter, of x 8 
March 1822. 



18 FOURTH REPORT OF COMMISSIONERS OF INQUIRY 

“ sending over the yarns to be manufactured in Ireland, and to be brought back in 
“ a manufactured state, it would amount to from 2d. to 2 id. a pound ; and the 
‘ e difference amounts upon a manufactured piece of goods to a very small trifle 
‘‘ indeed; upon a piece of goods of 5/. or 61 . it amounts to a very slight per 
** centage.” 

Instead of establishing distinct and rival manufactures in Ireland, it seems rather 
that the English manufacturers will have recourse to Irish labour, to assist them 
in some of those processes of their manufacture, and that they will, as it were, gra- 
dually comprehend Ireland within the general field of their operations. In the 
evidence of Mr. Ferrier, there is an account of an important traffic carried on between 
Scotland and Donaghadee, in the transport and working of muslins ; which points 
out the nature of the intercourse which will arise on the removal of the duties. 

We also think it of some importance to state, on the authority of Mr. Mathews, 
that there is now a manufacture of cotton cords carried on at Bandon, in which they 
are made at less expense than at any place in Great Britain, 

The observations we have thus far submitted to Your Lordships consideration, 
having been directed to the manufacture of Cotton generally, it becomes our duty to 
point out, that printing cottons is carried on to a considerable extent in Ireland, and 
that the persons employed in this trade represent, in the most decided terms, their 
inability to continue it, either at the present or any future time, in competition w-ith 
the English printers. If what they state is true, it is not a question, whether by 
continuing the duties for a time, they may hereafter uphold themselves, but whether 
any one particular time for abandoning the manufacture is preferable to another. 

On this head, however, it is to be observed, that no preparation was made for 
such an abandonment in the year 1820, which the printers knew to be the period 
limited by the Act of Union for the continuance of the duties; nor do we think 
Your Lordships will find, on reference to the evidence, that the grounds on which 
the opinion is so confidently given, are sufficient to maintain it. The comparatively 
high price of coals, and the quantity consumed by them, together with the necessity 
of giving as high wages as in England, are the reasons assigned by the Cotton 
printers for their inability to compete with England in this branch of business. On 
the other hand, as no duty is imposed on cotton prints in Ireland, they are free from 
the inconvenience produced by the excise regulations, of which the English printers 
have at times so loudly complained. 

It is however certain, that Cotton prints now made in Ireland, are able, in some 
degree, to stand the competition in foreign markets with those printed in England ; 
as may be seen by the statements referred to in the Appendix. 

This appears to us to be a most important consideration, and we think it is im- 
possible not to conclude, that the Irish manufacturers will be able to contend against 
the English printer in the Irish market, when the duties are removed, more effec- 
tually than they can hope to do now, in the markets of Portugal and South America. 

Having submitted to Your Lordships these statements and observations, with 
a view to facilitate a decision upon the final disposal of the duties upon Cotton 
goods, we think it our duty to suggest a distinct arrangement for that purpose. 

Though we entertain the fullest persuasion, that the prosperity of the Cotton 
manufactures in Ireland will take its date from the opening of the trade, we are 
nevertheless aware, that in all changes of that nature some inconveniences will be 
experienced. In the manufacture of plain cottons, these cannot be considerable, if 
the markets of England are not glutted at the time the duty ceases ; they will pro-r 
bably be more felt by the cotton printers, though we believe the full extent of their 
apprehensions not to be well founded. 

We are disposed, therefore, to recommend, that the gradual reduction of the duty 
on printed Cottons, should be provided for, by diminishing one-fifth part of its 
present amount on the 31st December 1825, and an equal portion in each succeed- 
ing year, until it shall finally cease in 1830. With regard to every other description 
of cotton goods, notwithstanding some apprehensions which may exist on this sub- 
ject, we think that the clear dictates of sound policy point to the expediency of the 
removal of the Duties, without further delay than may be required for the disposal 
of the stock on hand ; and we therefore suggest, that they should finally cease; on the . 
31st December 1823. 
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THE Irish manufactures of Silk are stated to have been gradually declining for 
several years past, and the accounts with, which we have been furnished from the 
custom-house, confirm this statement. In the first six years 
followed the Union, the total quantity of Silk (both raw' 

Ireland, amounted to 445,7 *3^- '"' ,h 

amount was 387,290 lbs. D-V- 



which immediately * 

v and thrown) imported into 

Ireland, amounted to 445,7 13 lbs; in six years ending the 5th January 1822, the 
amount was 387,290 lbs. Dublin is the chief seat of the manufacture. One 
establishment lately erected at Tullamore, is the only one not included within its 
limits. There are said to exist 1,500 looms, the whole of which are not believed to Appendix, 
be in constant work. Mr. Geoghegan (upon whose authority the preceding num- . 

her is stated) estimated also, that, including dyers, silk winders and warpers, there 
might be an average of three persons employed to each loom. Mr. Abbott endea- A dix 

voured to estimate the number df persons employed from the quantity of silk 1m- $ 40 ’ 

ported, which he erroneously believed to amount to 80,000 lbs ; applying his mode Mr . Abbott’s 
of calculation to 64, 549 lbs, which appears to have been the average amount actually Evidence. 
Imported during the last six years, it would seem that 1,778 hands are employed in 
the silk manufacture. The truth, probably, lies between these two results, and it 
may be inferred, that from 3,000 to 4,000 persons find employment in the silk 
manufacture in Ireland. 

It appears, by a reference to the accounts of the quantities of Silk goods imported, (Appendix,) 
that the general consumption increases rather than otherwise in Ireland ; it cannot, *° o f’ cc0U 
therefore, be to a decreased demand, that the decline of the manufacture should be and Statement: 
attributed. An alteration in the form of accounts, makes it difficult to compare the 17> 

importations of the two last with the preceding years. The foliowing account, Account sf 

however, of the quantity of Silt goods imported into Ireland, in the four years ending Imports. 
1815, and for a similar period ending 1819, will verify this statement 



Small Parcels. 



Stockings. 






Nor can it lie urged, that this manufacture is in its infancy, or that it has nc 
time to establish itself, inasmuch, as so long ago as the year 1753, the quan 
Raw Silk imported amounted to 60,155 lbs ; still less do we think it can be s 
have wanted the aid of protecting duties, for those, down to the period of the L 
..stood at the following enormous rate 

Imports into Ireland, on an average of three years, ending 25th March 1 799. 

£. s. d. 

Slit Ribbands, of and from Great Britain,' paid - - o. 11. Sf. jhelt). 

' Silk stockings ' - o. 4 - 8f I>« F‘ r - 

Silks manufactured - » - - , - . - - °-, 8. 10,V per lb. 

Silk and cotton goods - d® - - - - - 11. 14. 1. pel : 100 

■ 'Silk and worsted goods, d' ----- ij.' I* >; f 
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3,037 13 7 
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10,745 8 9 
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And, at the present time, the duties still remain at to per cent. We must seek, 
therefore, the cause of the inefficacy of this long continued system of restriction, either 
in the peculiar circumstances of Ireland, or in the laws which affect the trade. 

In the evidence of Mr. Bewley is contained a Memorial presented to the Irish 
Government in 1819, by persons interested in the Irish silk manufactory, in favour 
of the continuance of those protecting duties imposed on silk goods of British manu- 
facture, which, according to the provisions of the Act of Union, were then about to 
expire. In this document are set forth the reasons why the memorialists believe 
they cannot compete with the English manufacturer ; and Your Lordships will per- 
ceive, that they state their disadvantages to consist chiefly in the expense they incur 
in bringing the raw material from England, and in the want of that assistance from 
the poor rate, out of which they believe the English manufacturer is able to pay 
a part of the wages of the labourers he employs. We cannot, however, concur 
with these memorials, in attributing the decline of the manufacture to either of these 
causes. With regard to the first, it may be sufficient to observe, that the expense 
incurred by the Irish manufacturer in the importation of the raw material, is coun- 
terbalanced by a similar expense which must be incurred by the importer of the 
British manufactured article, before it can be produced for sale in the Irish market; 
and therefore, although it may be true, that the Irish silk manufacturer is less able 
on account of the cost of importing the raw material, to meet the English goods in 
British or in foreign markets, this argument, as far as the Irish market is concerned, 
cannot, we think, be conclusive. With regard to the second of the arguments put 
forth in the memorial, we conceive that it can require no detailed reasoning to refute 
the supposition, that any essential advantage is derived by the manufacturer from 
the poor’s rate, or that he is able, on that account, to manufacture on cheaper terms. 
At all events, it must not pass unnoticed, that these are arguments for perpetual, 
and not temporary restraint. We can see no time in which these circumstances are 
less likely to exist than at present ; and if it is an object, on other grounds, to 
complete the Union between the two countries, we can look forward to no period at 
which these obstacles will not equally remain to be overcome. 

One probable cause of the decline of Silk manufactures in Dublin, is to be traced 
to the existence of a law similar to that which is in operation in London. The 
wages of the persons employed are regulated by the Dublin Society. The effect of 
this mode of regulation is such, that the rate of wages allowed in Spittalfields is 
invariably adopted in Dublin, and without any apparent reference to the circum- 
stances and condition of Ireland. Though the price of the necessaries of life has 
fallen so greatly since the year 1 8 1 4, no change whatever has been made in the wages 
of labour in the silk manufacture ; still less has there ever been any allowance made 
for the natural and acknowledged difference between the general wages of labour 
in Ireland and in England. These laws were known in England to have driven the 
silk, manufacture into Macclesfield, and other towns, where they do not operate ; 
and it is because Dublin has to compete with these establishments in England, where 
the price of labour is free from the fetters of these unwise regulations, that the Irish 
trade declines. It can hardly be doubted, that, until they are repealed, or esta- 
blishments are formed in some district which is not subject to their influence, the Silk 
manufacture in Ireland will fall into decay. 

The effect of the continuance of the 1 0 per cent duties appears, by the evidence 
of Mr. Abbott, to be that of preventing, for a time, the application of either of these 
remedies; and although he strongly deprecated any sudden change, he did not pre- 
tend to urge the expediency of giving so long a period as twenty years to effect an 
opening of the trade. 

There is nothing which has been pointed out to us, in the natural circumstances 
of Ireland, which can lead to a conclusion, that the manufacture would fail in con- 
sequence of an open trade with England. Of the expense of manufacturing Silk 
goods, one-fourth is stated to consist in labour, which might be procured cheaper in 
Ireland than in England, whilst the advantage to the latter country, of the superior 
cheapness of fuel, could be but slightly felt in a manufacture in which that article is 
comparatively but little required. 

There seems to be no reason why raw silk should not be imported direct into 
Liverpool ; and from that port it might be obtained by the manufacturers of Dublin 
at as small an expense as by those of Macclesfield or Derby. With respect to 

3frjod ' one' 
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one important branch of the manufacture, we think there can be no doubt, that the 
emoval of the duty would be attended with immediate advantage. We mean the 
woods composed of mixed silk and worsted, usually called Tabinets or Poplins. The 
duties on these articles not being required for any purpose of protection, serve only 
to impede their entrance into the British market. It has been stated to us in evi- 
dence, that one-third part of the whole quantity of Silk manufactured in Ireland, is 
worked up into goods of this description ; and it is a satisfactory consideration, that, 
whatever fears may be entertained by persons interested in other branches of the 
trade this large portion is, at all events, in a situation to be capable of receiving 
immediate benefit by the removal of the existing restrictions. We have, accordingly, 
no hesitation in recommending, that, on all goods which are not composed of Silk 
only the Duties should be removed on the 5th day of April 1823. By this arrange- 
ment Ireland will not only extend the export of one of her own favourite fabrics, 
but will receive, duty free, several descriptions of mixed goods, of which there is no 
corresponding manufacture in Ireland. 



WE are also of opinion, that the Silk manufacture in Ireland would derive material thrown silk. 

benefit from the removal of the Duty payable on the exportation of Silk which has 

only undergone the process of being thrown in England ; and we accordingly re- 
commend, “that this branch of Duty should cease on the 5th of April 1 823. We offer 
this recommendation with the greater confidence, from a conviction, that, in principle 
it is completely consonant with the spirit of the Act of Union, which provided for the 
free admission into both countries of Cotton Twist, and Woollen and Worsted Yarn, 
at an early period. 

In addition to the alterations which we have recommended, with a view to a re- 
duction of the existing Duty, and by which, we are satisfied, that the interests of the 
Silk trade in Ireland would be materially promoted, we are also of opinion, that 
a further benefit would arise from some change in the existing, regulations for the 
drawback allowed on the export of Tabinets or Poplins to foreign countries. We 
have been satisfied, that the present amount of this drawback is not nearly sufficient 
to cover the duty paid on the portion of silk contained in them. 

Tabinets are composed of worsted and organzine silk alone, the warp being wholly 
of organzine silk, and the weft wholly of worsted. A piece of tabinet of 120 yards, 
weighs about 1 0 lbs. of which (in the best description of goods) about 6 lbs. are 
worsted, and 4 lbs. dyed silk. The weight of this silk in the gum, as it is imported, 
is equal’ to about 5} lbs. On this quantity the duty is 3 /. 185. 1 d. and the draw- 
back allowed by the present law, would amount to no more than 8 s. 4 d. 

By the 59 Geo. Ill, an addition was made to the drawback allowed on the export 
of Stuffs of silk only, which raised the total to 1 2s. per lb. Without venturing spe- 
cifically to propose any precise addition to the amount of the drawback allowed on 
the export of mixed goods, we think it highly desirable, that a reasonable augmen- 
tation should take place. 

If the law which regulates the Wages is to continue in force, we think the Dublin 
Society would do well to obtain an accurate account of the wages paid in some town 
in England, where labour is free, and to abandon the Spitalfields rate altogether. 

We shall close these observations by recommending, that, with regard to such 
manufactures as are composed of Silk only, one-fourth part of the Duty should cease 
on the last day of December 1 823, and that the remainder should be suffered to 
expire by three successive annual reductions. 



THE manufacture of Glass is carried on to a considerable extent in Ireland, and glass. 
it is at present stated to be increasing. There are four establishments in Dublin, 
two in Belfast, two in Cork, one in Waterford, and one lately established in Derry. 

They are all employed in making white glass and bottles : neither plate nor window 
glass are at all manufactured in Ireland. All the necessary materials for making 
glass are said to be obtained in Ireland on nearly as reasonable terms as in England, 
coals only excepted ; and if that article were of equal cost, Mr. Williams states, Appendix, 
they should have no difficulty in competing with England. Coals he states to affect N “ 43 - 
the value of bottles more than white glass; that they burn 40 tons a week in the Mr. Williams* 
634. 1 C 3 bottle Ev,dc “'- 
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bottle house, only 1 5 in the white house ; and it seems by his evidence, that if the 
import duty was removed, the supply from England would be more likely to interfere 
with the manufacture of bottles than with that of white glass. 

It is important to notice, that no excise duty is imposed upon glass (with the excep- 
tion only of a small duty amounting to 3 d. per gross on bottles.) All other glass is free 
from duty; and the effect of this exemption is stated, by Mr. Donovan, to be of great 
advantage to the Irish manufacturers. They are not only exempt from the incon- 
venience and vexation of the excise regulations, but, in consequence of the mode in 
which the countervailing duty and drawback are arranged on the importation of 
British glass into Ireland, an important advantage is obtained by the Irish manu- 
facturer. 

From the whole of the evidence which we have received, as to the present state 
of this branch of manufacture in Ireland, we are satisfied, that it must be considered 
as having fully established itself, whatever may be its actual extent, and that there 
is no reason for thinking that it is less able to contend, at this moment, against the 
competition of England, than it will be at any future period. 

With a view, however, to prevent the inconvenience which might arise from 
sudden change, we recommend, that a fourth part of the existing Duties on Glass 
should be removed on the 31st December 1823, and that one-third part of the re- 
maining Duty should be taken off on the last day of every succeeding year, so that 
the whole should cease on the 31st December 1826. 



THE evidence of Mr. Partington, Mr. Leland, and Mr. Wright, w-ill put Your 
Lordships in possession of full information respecting the present situation of .the 
Hat Trade in Ireland. It appears that, before the Union, the import duty was so 
high as 3 s. 6 d. on each hat; which operated as a prohibition, except as to a few 
of the finest quality. When the duties fell to 1 o per cent, British hats began to be 
imported ; and it is stated, that one-half of the consumption of Ireland is at present 
supplied by importation. If this statement should be correct, a large proportion 
of the whole number imported, must be brought over in a very early stage of manu- 
facture, and under some other denomination than that of Hats, since the average 
number imported in 1821, under that name, amounts only to 40,000. The partial 
opening of the trade has produced a peculiar and extremely injurious effect upon the 
hat manufacture in Ireland, which is fully explained by the witnesses. It appears 
that several hatters in Dublin are connected with manufacturers in England, from 
whence they import the woollen bodies of the hats, (or, as they call them, “ Hoods,”) 
which are afterwards made up into hats. The duty upon each hood does not 
amount to 1 \d . ; though it costs but a trifle to complete one of those into a hat, 
which the witnesses describe as “ looking well to the eye, though it is of very 
“ inferior value.” The importer of a finished English hat, worth 205 . would have 
to pay 2 s. duty upon it, so that the prdfit upon the imperfect manufacture, which 
we have described, (arising from the practical evasion which they are thereby enabled 
to make of the duty) is very considerable, as well as the injury to the Irish 
consumer. 

If any further proof were necessary of the expediency of the early removal of this 
Duty, it would be found in the statement of Mr. Partington and Mr. Leland, 
respecting the combination of the workmen, and the high wages which, whilst they 
are shut out from the free competition of labour in this, as in other manufactures, 
the workmen are enabled to extort from their masters. 

These two witnesses strongly recommend the opening of the trade; and Mr. Lela^d 
expresses his full (and apparently well-grounded) conviction, that when the traders 
free, they shall be able to find a sale for the felt hats, (which are now the produce 
of a domestic manufacture in the county of Wicklow) both in the markets pi 
England and Wales. .1,. 

We recommend, therefore, that the Duties on Hats should be disposed of in the 
«ame manner as we have recommended with respect to those on Glass. 
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HAVING laid before Your Lordships such observations and suggestions as we 
have to offer, with, regard to those Articles of which there are established manufac- 
tures in Ireland, and as to which it was most strongly contended, by the persons 
interested in them, that the Duties should for a time be continued, we proceed to 
refer to those which are evidently placed upon a different footing ; and with respect 
to which, with some few exceptions, there are no local or individual interests which, 
in our opinion, ought to interfere with the obvious public benefit which will attend 
the removal of the Duties now charged on them. We shall notice this class of 
articles in the order in which we have already enumerated them from the Schedule 
to the Act of Union, stating briefly the result of the information which we have 
received respecting each. 



WE find that a considerable part of the Duties levied under this head, arise from 
the importation of Second-hand Clothes. This traffic is obviously carried on, on 
behalf of the poorer classes ; and we think that the advantage to them, from the 
removal of the duty, and a consequent diminution of price, is more than sufficient 
to counterbalance any benefit which may be supposed to attend its continuance as 
a protection to trade, which, in this instance, must be very inconsiderable. There 
may be some ground during the existence of any part of the duty on Woollens, for 
claiming the continuance of the protection as to New Clothing, since the free im- 
portation of such goods might afford an opportunity of evading the duties on cloth, 
particularly in the case of Army Clothing, as noticed in the evidence of Mr. Lane. 
We recommend that the Duty should continue only on such New Apparel as is im- 
ported for sale, and on army clothing, fixing the period for its cessation, in the same 
manner as we have suggested with regard to the duties on Old Drapery. 



THIS head of duties, which comprises a variety of articles too numerous for habe rdas hers. 
recapitulation, affords a striking illustration of the trouble, delay and inconvenience, 
to which the system of which it is a part gives rise. Although a large proportion 
of the goods imported under this denomination will be found to be of a very unim- 
portant description, the business thereby occasioned both to the custom-house and 
the importer, is in the greatest degree vexatious. Every cargo or package of such 
goods must be opened and minutely examined, in order to ascertain under what 
head of duty their respective contents are to be classed, and a distinct entry must 
be made for each ; since an apparently trifling variety in the composition of some 
of these articles, has the effect of bringing them under quite a different mode of 
charge. The article of Thimbles, for instance, is generally classed under the head 
of Haberdashery, and, as such, liable to the l o per cent ad valorem duty. Should 
they, however, be found to be of silver, they become liable to be charged with the 
countervailing duty on wrought plate ; and, if on further inspection, the end is found 
to be of steel, in that case a distinct entry becomes necessary, under the head of 
Hardware, and not of haberdashery. 

Amongst the more important of these articles, are Gloves and Straw Hats. As to 
the former, the trade is still further embarrassed by the countervailing duty on leather. 

As to the latter, there is reason to believe, that if the trade were free, this very de- 
sirable branch of domestic manufacture might be extended in Ireland for the supply 
of some of the British markets. 



THERE does not appear to be any distinct manufactory of Brass goods in Ireland, wrought brass. 
the work in this line being confined to repairs, and a variety of inconsiderable articles Appendix 
made according to pattern. The general supply is almost w'holly dependent on 4 <j. 

importation from England ; and the effect of the Duties in increasing the price, and Evidences of 

diminishing the facility of supply, is very injuriously felt with regard to an article, Mr. Perry, 

which forms a part in so great a variety of other manufactures. r ' utt0 "' 



OF this article, the consumption in Ireland appears to be sufficiently supplied cabi net w are. 
by the home manufacture ; and there is no doubt, that this branch of trade would 
be materially improved by the removal of the Duties on the preceding article, and 
on several others of the same class, which are required in making up goods of this 
634. C 4 description. 
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description. The amount of the duties on importation has been very small, but they 
give occasion to considerable trouble in the collection, from the necessity of openihg 
and examining packages ; more particularly in respect to a claim of exemption from 
duty, to which the importers are entitled, upon showing that their goods can be 
classed as turnery. 



THE manufacture of these articles in Ireland, both as to its extent, and the ex- 
cellence of workmanship, appears to be in a state highly creditable to the artizans of 
that country. There is, however, no reason for thinking that this is to be attributed 
to the protection derived from the Duty. Mr. Hutton, of Dublin, who is the principal 
manufacturer, gives a decided opinion against its continuance, and particularly alludes 
to the important benefit which w'ould result from the free importation of leather, 
brass, hardware, and the numerous other articles, a constant supply of which is ne- 
cessarily required for his business. 



ALTHOUGH it does not appear that a manufacture of Copper has been esta- 
blished to any extent in Ireland, the produce of the Duty does not show an amount 
of importation corresponding to the supply of an article which must necessarily be in 
very general demand ; we have reason to think that this circumstance may be ac- 
counted for, by an evasion of the Duty, which, we are informed, is extensively carried 
on, by the practice of importing copper in sheets, with every appendage and pre- 
paration necessary for putting them together in the shape for which they are intended, 
but which not being actually made up, escapes the duty on the wrought metal. We 
are decidedly of opinion, that no useful purpose is gained by a continuance of the 
Tax, and that its removal, and the consequent increased facility of importation, would 
be productive of general advantage, and more particularly might promote the in- 
troduction of some of the more important articles of machinery. 



OF Tin Plates there is no manufacture in Ireland ; and upon them, as well as upon 
Hardware generally, we are satisfied that the Duties may be said to have little other 
operation than as a tax upon the consumer. It has been stated to us, that nine- 
tenths of the Hardware made use of in Ireland, is imported ; and accordingly it will 
be seen, by the account in the A ppendix, that the Duties collected under this head 
are the highest in amount of any on the list ; and must have a proportionably inju- 
rious effect as a tax upon articles of such general and indispensable necessity. 

The manufactures of Iron in Ireland, have scarcely made any progress under the 
protection of the duties. The few foundries which at present exist, are principally 
employed in executing particular orders for works or manufactories carried on in the 
neighbourhood, which necessarily require the article to be made according to pattern, 
and on the spot. This branch of business would not be interfered with by the re- 
moval of the Duties. We subjoin the evidence of Mr. Robinson, who has the most 
extensive iron foundry in Dublin ; and it will be seen that he expresses an apprehen- 
sion, that a particular branch of his business, which consists in rolling iron for hoops 
or plates, would be injured by the removal of the duties ; and we thought it right, 
therefore, to consider whether it might be desirable to prolong, for a time, the con- 
tinuance of the duty on all iron which has passed through the rolling press. It ap- 
pears to us, however, upon examination, that this branch of the manufacture must 
always depend for its extension on temporary and local circumstances, which would 
not justify the continuance of the general tax ; the demand for hoops arises prin- 
cipally out of the provision trade; and, during the late war, when that demand was 
very extensive, and occasionally required an immediate supply on the spot, there 
might be some grounds for endeavouring to support a local manufacture, even at 
prices higher than would be paid for the same article imported from England. In 
the ordinary circumstances of the trade, however, we do not think that such grounds 
exist, and we see no reason for believing, that the removal of this portion of the duty 
would, at any future time, be productive of less inconvenience than would arise from 
its removal in April next. 

We also consider the Duty, in the present instance, to be peculiarly injurious, from 
its effect in enhancing the price of many of the implements of husbandry and articles 
of machinery, which it would bs the object of a wise policy to furnish as cheaply as 
possible. 

In 
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In the evidence of Mr. Bibby, it will be found that he expresses a strong opinion, Appendix 
that an important benefit will be derived from the repeal of the duty on Rod Iron N° 56. > 
used for nails, which might probably be the means of introducing into Ireland, the Evidence 
general practice of nail-making in cottages ; to which employment, he thinks, that 
the habits of the people, and their means of obtaining fuel, are particularly well 
adapted. 

One of the branches of trade affected by the duties on hardware, has success- 
fully established itself beyond the fear of competition. We allude to that of the 
finer kinds of Cutlery ; with regard to which, the workmanship of Dublin bears 
a comparison with the best of the English manufactures. There can be no doubt 
that this, and all other branches of the trade, which consists in the finishing and 
making up of goods for sale, will be materially benefited by the power of importing 
the various descriptions of unfinished and coarser materials, at a price diminished by 
the whole amount of the Duty. 



WE do not find that there exists any manufacture of these articles in Ireland ; 
and as it appears from the Accounts in the Appendix, that the importation is also 
very trifling, the consumption must be supplied by their being brought in as appen- 
dages to the different descriptions of dress on which they are used. 



THE observations under the head of Haberdashery, apply equally to this class. 
The description of the articles charged is still more trifling, and the general amount 
of duty is inconsiderable. 



WITH regard to Stained Paper, the only difficulty in recommending an arrange- 
ment for the future importation of this article, arises out of the existing excise duties; 
and the evidence of Mr. Boswell and Mr. Boylan, who manufacture one-sixth part of 
the paper stained in Ireland, fully confirms us in the opinion, that the 1 0 per cent 
duties on these goods might be removed without delay. But, with reference to the 
difficulties we have alluded to, in consequence of the excise duties, we recommend 
that the same course should be taken for the abolition of these duties, as we have 
suggested with regard to those on G lass. 



POTTERY, although an article of such universal consumption, and of such 
simple manufacture, is still supplied by importation, notwithstanding the continuance 
of the protection, w'hich has failed in raising into existence a single manufacture 
worthy of notice. The head of Earthenware affords another striking instance of the 
vexation and inconvenience arising from the collection of this class of duties. The 
necessity of specifying in the entries, a detail of the description, number and value, of 
every particular article ; and, for that purpose, of opening every package, and in- 
specting every piece, is very injuriously felt, and much complained of, in a descrip- 
tion of goods necessarily assorted in great variety, and particularly liable to damage 
from unpacking. On every ground, therefore, we think that the removal of this 
Duty should take place as early as the stock on hand can be disposed of. 



FOR the details respecting the present state of this branch of trade in Ireland, we 
refer to the examinations of several witnesses stated in the Appendix. The infor- 
mation which we have derived from these witnesses, and from other sources, have 
confirmed us in the opinion, that the opening of the trade in this branch of manu- 
facture will not be productive even of temporary inconvenience to the persons 
engaged in the immediate supply of the Irish market with these articles ; whilst 
the increased facility in the importation will be of essential advantage to many 
other considerable branches of trade, in which manufactured Leather forms an im- 
portant material. 
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stockings. IT remains only for us to notice the Duties upon Stockings, which are levied alike 
upon those made of Silk, Cotton, Woollen and Worsted. We have no hesitation 
in recommending the speedy abolition of the Duty on the three latter descriptions, 
which would be attended with immediate advantage to the poorer classes in Ireland. 
As to Silk Stockings, we recommend that they should be classed with other silk 
goods, and the duties on them included in the arrangement which we have proposed 
with regard to that branch of manufacture. 



HAVING thus gone through the several heads of Duty forming the last division 
of our general subject, we submit the following recapitulation of our recommenda- 
tions with regard to each : — 

That, as to 

Apparel, (not new, or army clothing) 

Wrought Brass, 

Cabinet ware, 

Coaches and Carriages, 

Wrought Copper, 

Haberdashery, 

Tin Plates, Wrought Iron, and Hardware, 

Gold and Silver Lace, Gold and Silver Thread, Bullion for Lace, Pearls 
and Spangles, 

Millinery, 

Pottery, 

Sadlery, and other manufactured Leather, 

Cotton and Worsted Stockings, — 
the Duties should wholly cease on the 5th April 1823. 

That with regard to New Apparel imported for sale, and Army Clothing, they 
should expire according to the provision recommended respecting Old Drapery : 
And 

With regard to Stained Paper, at the same periods, and in the same proportions, 
as have been already suggested for the discontinuance of the duties upon Glass. 



Your Lordships will have observed, that the recommendations which we have 
thus submitted, with regard to the future regulation of the Union Duties, propose an 
arrangement differing materially from that which was provided by the Act of 1 820 ; 
and we accordingly feel ourselves called upon to offer some explanation as to the 
leading points of distinction between the two arrangements, and as to the grounds 
on which we have ventured to suggest a departure from that which has been so 
recently established. The principal distinctions are the two following : — 

First, That the Act applies the same gradations for the reduction of duty on all 
the articles charged, without reference to the particular circumstances of each; 
whereas, we have thought it advisable, to discriminate between the various classes 
of articles, and to recommend the cessation of the Duties upon them, either imme- 
diately, or by such gradations, and at such periods, as the special circumstances 
connected with each description of manufacture seemed to require. 

Secondly, That the mode of reduction prescribed by the Act, consists in taking 
off large proportions of the duty at considerable intervals of time ; while that which 
we have suggested provides, that, in every case in which it appeared to us that any 
continuance of the Duty was required, its extinction should take place by the less 
sensible gradation of successive yearly diminutions. 

The grounds of the First of these leading points of distinction between our recom- 
mendations and the provisions of the Act, are to be found in that detailed investi- 
gation w hich we have felt ourselves called upon to pursue, into the circumstances of 

each 
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each head of produce or manufacture affected by these Duties ; we have already fully 
explained the principles on which we undertook that investigation, and it was after 
a careful application of those principles to the several subjects of our inquiry, that 
It appeared to us, that a general and indiscriminate measure of Reduction, or conti- 
nuance of Duty, could not consistently be proposed with regard to the several classes 
of articles ; and we were at the same time induced to believe, that in referring the 
general subject of the Union Duties to our investigation, after the resolution of the 
House of Commons to reconsider it, the Legislature had more particularly in view 
the insufficiency of the enactments contained in the statute alluded to, to meet the 
variety of interests which it was intended to provide for. We have strongly felt, 
that a more than usual degree of caution was required from us, in proceeding to the 
examination of a subject of general policy ; with regard to which, we might have 
to offer opinions materially differing from those upon which a measure adopted by 
the Legislature must have been founded ; being satisfied, however, that the obligation 
to undertake that inquiry was clearly imposed upon us by the several circumstances 
to which we have already adverted, we were convinced that, in order to fulfil the 
intentions of the Legislature in confiding this investigation to us, and at the same 
time to qualify ourselves for offering an opinion upon the most advantageous mode 
of ultimately disposing of the subject, we could not with propriety omit the prose- 
cution of our inquiries into that extent of detail and research, which was necessary 
to the consideration of a question bearing upon so many individual and local interests, 
and which, although it may at first sight appear to have withdrawn us from the 
more direct objects of our attention, was nevertheless found to be indispensable in 
our endeavours to discover that line of policy with regard to the Union Duties, which 
mi«ht most effectually reconcile the interests of the Merchant and Manufacturer 
with those of the Consumer, and be at the same time most conducive to economy 
in the management of the Public Revenue in Ireland. 



With regard to the Second of the above heads of distinction, we have only to state, 
that the motives which have induced us to suggest a new mode for the reduction of 
the Duties, in preference to that which had been established under the late Act, have, 
in like manner, been suggested by the information and opinions received by us in the 
course of our inquiries. Your Lordships will observe, that of the twenty-one sepa- 
rate classes of articles which we have specified as being subject to the duties, a part 
even of the duty on seven only is proposed to be retained. The information and 
particulars which we have collected concerning the peculiar circumstances of these 
branches of trade and manufacture, and the interests of those concerned in them, 
which have induced us to recommend a continuance of the duty to a more distant 
period, have also induced us to propose the particular gradation and periods for the 
ultimate extinction of it, which are contained in our preceding observations. Our 
own opinion, that the mode which we have suggested, of an annual reduction, might 
be found sufficiently adapted to its general object, and might tend to prevent the in- 
jurious fluctuations of price arising from sudden changes, has been confirmed by the 
opinion of the majority of the individuals examined by us, in relation to the particular 
branches of manufacture to which the duties in question belong. In fixing the periods 
for the diminution of the duties, we have been in some measure guided by the amount 
of the duty itself, which, in several instances, consists of a sum which could not, 
without practical inconvenience, be reduced by equal proportions. It may be proper 
at the same time to notice an objection which may be made to the mode of reduc- . 
tion proposed by us, that the diminution by a continued and nearly imperceptible 
gradation, may not afford the same chance to the Consumer of receiving the imme- 
diate benefit of such reduction of duty in a proportionate fall of price, as he would 
have by the more prominent and perceptible mode of taking off larger portions at 
once, at stated intervals; this objection implies the prevalence of a jvant of cal- 
culation and attention to their interests in the trading community, which there is no 
reason to anticipate; but even supposing that on these grounds, the Consumer should 
not immediately derive all the benefit to which he would be entitled on the adoption 
of this part of our recommendation, the effect of them must be directly and certainly 
beneficial to him. As in respect to those upon which we propose that the duty 
should cease, they will at once be relieved from the unnecessary enhancement of 
price which it has occasioned ; and as to the remainder, he will be secured m the 
prospect of obtaining them at their natural and free trade price, on the expiration of 
a comparatively limited period. ,™ e 

’634- D 2 
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The last observation we have to offer, relates to the effect which the adoption of 
our suggestions in regard to these Duties, might be expected to produce on the 
Revenue. From the general account of the Union Duties, to which we have already 
referred, it will appear that the total amount of duties received on the importation, 
both into Ireland and Great Britain, of the several articles on which we recommend 
that the duties shall henceforward wholly cease, w'as, in the year ending the 5th of 
January 1821, - - - 45,630/. 5s. 2(1. 

With regard to articles upon which we suggest a modified continuance of the 
duty, it will be necessary that we should trace the effect of our suggestions sepa- 
rately, and for that purpose we have annexed a separate statement of the duty 
received in the last year under these respective denominations ; from which it ap- 
pears, that the amount of the duty on Old and New Draperies, in the year ending 
5th January 1821, was 38,603/. 10 s. id.; according to our proposal, the receipt 
will be diminished every year: As to the Old Drapery, from 1823 to 1831, by 
one-eighth of its present amount; and, as to the New Drapery, from 1825 to 1830, 
by one-fifth of its present amount. 

The amount of duty on Printed Cottons in the same year, was 641/. 3 s. 3d. 
which would be diminished every year, from 1825 to 1830, by one-fifth of its pre- 
sent amount. 

The duty on Silk Goods generally, in the same year, produced 22,371 /. 15 s. 1 1 d. 
that part which arises from mixed articles, amounting to 7,833 /. 4 s. gd. would, 
according to our recommendations, be immediately given up ; and the remaining 
sum of 14,538/. 11^. 2d. being the amount of the duty received for goods con- 
sisting of silk only, would be diminished by one-fourth of its amount in the year 
1823, and by one-third in each of the three succeeding years. 

The duty on the remaining articles of Glass, and Hats, which in the same year 
amounted to 5>384 /. 5 s - 6 d. would be diminished by the same proportions of 
one-fourth of the amount in 1823 ; and by one-third in each of the three succeed- 
ing years. 



In stating these instances of immediate or eventual diminution of Revenue, as 
arising from the adoption of our recommendations on particular branches of the 
general subject referred to us, it must however be borne in mind, that these recom- 
mendations form a part only of a system of more extended and comprehensive 
regulation ; and that the measures which that system embraces, must not be judged 
of by their partial or temporary effect on any single head of revenue, but by their 
combined and general operation on the whole. The diminution of present income, 
for instance, which may be anticipated from the adoption of our suggestions, with 
regard to this class of duties, should be contrasted with the advantages which may 
be expected from the operation of the other parts of the same system ; and more 
particularly should be compared, first, with the increase to the Revenue which will 
arise from the alterations in the Schedule of Foreign Import Duties, which we have 
recommended in our Third Report ; and, secondly, with the diminution in the ex- 
penses of collection and management, which the abolition or reduction of these 
duties must necessarily produce. On the latter of these points, we are not as yet 
prepared to speak with such precision, as would enable us to state the balance of 
these opposite effects upon the revenue ; we feel, however, that we have ample 
grounds for expressing our expectation, that the ultimate effect of our recommen- 
dations, under the head of “ Union Duties,” will not be a diminution of general 
revenue. We are anxious to express our expectations on this head with peculiar 
caution, and if they should be verified only to this amount, it is evident that there 
will, in the general result, be a clear advantage to the Consumer, without any cor- 
responding sacrifice of Public Income. 

In thus stating our deliberate conviction of the expediency of the measures which 
we have recommended, we are far from overlooking the probability that other, and 
equally advantageous modes of proceeding, might be suggested ; and although our 
conviction be the result of patient and minute researches, which we have ourselves 
made, confirmed by the evidence of those best acquainted with and most interested 

in 
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• the subject, we could not, without great hesitation and distrust, have expressed 
our opinions in favour of a course of proceeding, at variance with a recent decision 
of the* Legislature, if the Legislature itself had not recorded an intention of making that 
decision die subject of reconsideration. 

A liberal regard to local and individual interests in Ireland, which formed the 
leadin" principle of that decision, has, we beg to assure Your Lordships, had its due 
influence on our minds ; and we trust Your Lordships will believe, that it is only in 
obedience to that principle, that we have hesitated to recommend an immediate 
abolition of all these Duties. While, therefore, we propose an arrangement limiting 
the extent of protection contemplated by the Legislature, we have the fullest per- 
suasion, that the alteration is called for by higher considerations, affecting the 
common welfare of the Empire at large, and the future prosperity of Ireland espe- 
cially, with which no temporary or local interests can be admitted to a competition. 

T. WALLACE. (l. s.) 

THO ! FRANKLAND LEWIS, (l. s.) 

J. C. HERRIES. (l. s.) 

W. J. LUSHINGTON. (l- s.) 

HENRY BERENS. (t. s.) 



Office of Inquiry into the Collection 
and Management of the Revenue, 
ihe 26th July 1812. 
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N“ i . — Samuel Mathews, Esq. ; Extract of his Letter, dated Manchester, 18 March 1822, addressed 
to the Secretary of the Parliamentary Commissioners of Revenue Inquiry - • p. 33 

N° 2. — Ditto - - - Extract of his Letter, dated Manchester, 9 April 1822, addressed to the 
Secretary of the Parliamentary Commissioners of Revenue Inquiry, with a Statement 
of Cotton Wool and Yam, imported into Ireland from 1816 to 1821, and probable 
Estimate of the number of Hands employed in the manufacture of the same into 
Goods ••••■‘•--•--..p, 



N° 3. — Ditto Extract of his Letter, dated Manchester, 17 April 1822, addressed to Thomas 

Frankland Lewis, Esq. M. P - P -34 

A. — Ditto - - - Comparison of the Irish Duties, at the Union, with the xo per cent now 

P aid P -35 

N° 4. — Ditto - - - Extract of his Letter, dated Manchester, 25 April 1822, addressed to Thomas 
Frankland Lewis, Esq. M.P. - - - - - - - - p. 36 

N° 5.-— Ditto - - - Extract of his Letter, dated Manchester, 25 April 1822, addressed to Thomas 
Frankland Lewis, Esq. M. P. - - - - - - - - - p- 37 



N° 6. — Extract from The Digest on the Duties of Customs, 
Customs in Dublin ..... 



by Mr. HautenviUe, Examiner of 
P- 38 



N° 7. — An Account of the Quantities and real Value of the following Goods, being the manufac- 
ture of Ireland, exported to Great Britain and Foreign Countries, in each Year, from 
1801 to 1821 ; viz. White and Printed Calicoes, White and Printed Muslins, Cotton Twist 
and Yarn; Glass Bottles, Phials and Flint Glass; Flats, Paper stained, Stuffs of Silk 
and Worsted mixed, New and Old Drapery, Woollen and Worsted Stockings; Skins and 
Hides, tanned and untanned ; Paper - - - - - - - - p. 39 

N° 8. — An Account of the Quantities and real Value of the following Articles, imported into Ireland, 
in each Year, from 1801 to 1821; viz. Brass Plates, Ingots of Copper, Copper Sheets ; 
Cotton Twist, Cotton Wool and Yarn, Beavers Fur, Hares Wool; Bar Iron, Slit Iron, 
Iron Plates; Raw and Thrown Silk; English, Scotch, and Foreign Wool, Worsted 

Yarn p- 49 

N° 9. — An Account of the Quantities of the following Articles imported into Ireland, in each Year, 
from 1812 to 1821, distinguishing British from Foreign; viz. Ashes, Bark, Hops, 
Wool, Worsted Yarn, Cotton Twist and Yarn, Salt; Iron, wrought and pig; Sugar, 
Spirits, Tea, Tobaceo, Wine, Coals, Blankets, Carpets, Watches and Watch Movements, 
Haberdashery, Hats, Old and New Drapery ; Hardware, &c. - - - - p. 52 

N° 10. — An Account of the Quantities of the following Articles, exported from Ireland, from 18x2 to 
1821; viz. Barley, Oats, Wheat, Bullocks and Cows, Sheep, Hogs, Flour, Oatmeal, 
Bacon, Beef, Pork, Lard ; Hides, tanned and untanned ; Sheeps Wool - • P- 57 



N° II — An Account of the Denomination and Quantities of British Produce and Manufactures subject 
to the Excise, imported into Ireland from England, and Irish Produce and Manufactures 
exported from Ireland to England ; showing the amount of Duties and Drawbacks from 

1802 to 1821 ------ p. 58 

N u 12. — An Account of the Denominations and Quantities of British Produce and Manufactures 
exported from England to Ireland, and of Irish Produce and Manufactures imported 
into England, from the Union to 1821; showing the amount of Duties, Allowances, 
and Drawbacks - -- -- -- - - - - p. 60 



N° 13.— An Account of the several Articles enumerated in the Schedule 2, of 39 and 40 Geo. Ill, 
c. 67, imported into Ireland from Great Britain, in each year, from the Union to 1821 ; 
showing the Denominations, Quantities, official and real Value, and amount of Duties, p. 70 

N° 14. — An Account of the Quantity of Sheeps Wool imported into Ireland from England and 
Scotland, and other Countries, in each of the three Years ending 5 January 1821 - p. 76 
N° 15. — An Account of the Quantity of Grey Calico imported into Ireland, in each of the three 
Years ending 5 January 1821 ......... ibid. 



N° 16. — An Account of the Quantity of Sheeps Wool exported from Ireland, in each of the three 
Yearsending 5 January 1821 - - - - - - - - -p. 77 

N° 17. — An Account of the Quantity of Raw Silk and Organzine Silk imported into Ireland, in each 
of the three Years ending 5 January x8ax ....... ibid. 

N° 18. — An Account of the Quantity of Pig and Bar Iron imported into Ireland, in each qf the three 
Years ending, 5 January 1821 - - - - - - - - ibid.; 
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A £T 1Q _An Account, showing the Amount of the following Articles imported into Ireland from 
Great Britain, in each of the three Years ending 5 January 1821 ; viz. Apparel, Brass 
wrought, Copper wrought, Haberdashery, Tin Plates, Wrought Iron, Hardware, Mil- 
linery - - - - P- 7 8 

N . 20 An Account of the Denominations and Quantities of British Produce and Manufactures im- 

ported from Great Britain into Ireland ; and of Irish Produce exported from Ireland to 
Great Britain, subject to Duties of Customs, in each Year ending 5 January, from the 
Union to 1821 ; showing the Amount of Allowances, Duties and Drawbacks, on the 
same - - 8x 



j,j* 2 i. J 0 hn Willans, Woollen Manufacturer, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 18 Oct. 1821 p. 167 

N o 22 .—Obadiah Willans, Woollen Manufacturer, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 19 Oct. 1821 p. 170 
N o 23 .—Jeremiah Houghton, Woollen Manufac', Dublin ; Examination of— dated 17 Oct. 1821 p. 180 

Ditto Letter, with Statement of Number of Persons employed ; value of Goods and 

Machinery used by the Woollen Manufacturers p. 186 

N o 24.— Patrick Nolan, Dealer in Woollen Goods, Dublin; Examination of— dated i 60 ct. 1821 p. 187 
N . 25.— Thomas Nowlan, Woollen Manufacturer, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 22 Oct, 1821 p. 191 
N° 26.— Andrew Vance, Dealer in Woollen Goods, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 23 Oct. 182 1 p. 194 
N°27.— William Burke, Woollen Manufacturer, Dublin; Examination of— dated 24 Oct. 1821 p. 200 
N° 28.— Abraham Lane, Army Clothier, Dublin; Examination of— dated 28 Nov. 1821 - p. 202 

N° 29 .—William Humphreys, Dealer in Woollen and Cotton Goods, Dublin; Examination of— 
dated 15 October 1821 ~ P' 20 ^ 

N» 30.— Henry Hayes, Cotton Manufacturer, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 3 Oct. 1821 - p. 21 x 
N“ 31. —Joseph Robinson Pim, Importer of Cotton and Worsted Goods, Dublin; Examination of— 
dated 4 October 1821 - - - - * “ " ' " -p.2i 



32 . —William Smith, Dealer in Cotton Goods, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 4 Oct. 1821 p. 224 

33. Robert Orr, Calico Printer, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 26 October 1821 - p. 227 

34 — John Duffy, Calico Printer, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 26 October 1821 - - p. 234 

N° 35 . — Thomas Osbrey, Calico Printer, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 9 Nov. 1821 - -p.240 



36. — William Chaine, Linen-trade Bleacher and general Merchant, at Ballycragy, Antrim; 

Examination of— dated Dublin, 31 October 1821 P- 2 43 

N? 37 .—Samuel Mathews, Manufacturer, and Secretary to the Chamber of Commerce, at Manchester ; 

Examination of— dated London, 29 January 1822 - - - - * " P- 2 53 

N° 38. — James Perrier, Haberdasher and Dealer in Silk Wares, in Dublin ; Examination of— dated 
30 November 1821 - - - - " * “ ~ “ ’ -p.20 

N° 39.— Samuel Bewley, Merchant in the Silk Trade, Dublin ; Examination of -dated 2 Oct. 1 82 1 p. 262 
Ditto - - - Statement of the Silk Trade, and comparative Statement of the Quantities of 
Silk imported and exported P’ 2 7 ° 

N° 40 Alderman Abbott, Silk Manufacturer, Dublin; Examination of— dated 15 Oct. 1821 p. 273 

NP at. —William Moore Geoghegan, Silk Manufacturer, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 20 Novem- 
ber 1821 - - - - P- 280 

N°42 James Donovan, Glass Manufacturer, Dublin ; Examination of — dated 25 Oct. 1821 p. 282 



N° 43 .—. Richard Williams, Glass Manufacturer, Dublin; Examination of— dated 25 Oct. 1821 p. 286 



N° 44.— John Partington, Hat Manufacturer, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 3 Oct. 1821 - p. 288 
N° 45.— Joseph Wright, Hat Manufacturer, Dublin ; Examination of -dated 9 Nov. 1821 - p. 295 
N° 46.— Joseph Leland, Hat Manufacturer, Dublin; Examination of— dated 27 Nov. 1821 - p. 302 
N° 47 .—Richard Robinson, Iron Founder, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 24 Oct. 1821 - p. 304 

N° 48. — James Perry, Dealer in Hardware, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 23 Oct. 1821 - p. 310 

N° 49.— Robert Hutton, Coach-builder, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 25 Oct. 1821 - - p. 314 

N° so.— Peter Elliott, Sadler, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 20 Nov. 1821 - - - p. 316 

N° si.— Michael Duff, Tanner, Dublin; Examination of-dated 27 Nov. 1821 - - p. 318 

52.— Thomas Gannon, Tanner, Dublin ; Examination of— dated 27 Nov. M’i - - p. 320 
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Schedule of Papers referred to in the Appendix — continued. 



Appendix 

N° 53 . — Joshua Pint, Merchant, and President of the Chamber of Commerce in Dublin ; Examination 
of — dated 26 September 1821 - - - - - - - - -p. 322 

N # 54 Thomas Crosthwaite, Merchant and Linen Yam Spinner, Dublin; Examination of — dated 

6 October 1821 - -- -- -- -- -- p. 323 

[ N® 55 . — John Norris Russell and Allen Francis O’Neill, Deputies from the Chamber of Commerce, 
at Limerick ; Examination of — dated Dublin, 12 Nov. 1821 - - - - p. 327 

N° 56 . — John Bibby, Ship Owner, Agent, and Dealer in Iron, at Liverpool ; Examination of — 
dated London, 16 February 1822 ------- -p. 330 

Ditto - - - Observations on the Trade between Liverpool and Ireland - - - p. 335 

N® 57. — Hon . W" Le Poer Trench, Secretary to the Board of Customs, in Dublin; Examination: 
of — dated 30 October 1821 - -- -- -- -- p. 336* 

N® 58. — A Return, showing the Number of Manufactories, or Establishments, for the production of 
the several Articles subject to the Duties of Excise in Ireland, distinguishing each District or 
Collection ; with the Number of Persons employed in each Establishment, distinguishing the 
Number of Men, Women, and Children respectively, and of the Males and Females p. 342 

N® 59. — A Statement of Duties collected on Old and New Drapery, on Printed Calicoes and Muslins, 
on Silk Goods, Glass, and Hats imported into Ireland from Great Britain, and Drawback 
allowed on Exportation, in the Year ending 5 January 1821 ... - p. 37a 

N® 60. — Extract from a Document, headed, — “ Observations byway of Instructions to the Collectors 
“ and other Officers concerned, with regard to the Charges that have taken place in the 
“ several sections of the Money Bill of the last Sessions, by virtue of the Act of Union* 
“ touching the Trade between this Kingdom and Great Britain;” with two General 
“ Orders, respectively dated April 1802 and July 1810 - - - - - p. 373 
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APPENDIX. 



Appendix, N° 1. 

Extract of a Letter, dated 18 March 1822, from Mr. Mathews, Secretary to the 
Chamber of Commerce at Manchester, addressed to the Secretary of the Par- 
liamentary Commissioners of Revenue Inquiry. 

Sir, Manchester, 18th March 1822. 

I Now beg leave to transmit a comparative statement of the charges for bleaching and 
dying in Ireland, and in this country. 

IN IRELAND — Irish money. IN ENGLAND — English money. 

Bleaching Calicoes - - - - 9 d. p’ piece of 28 yards - - 2 d. p’ piece, 28 yards. 

Muslins ------- 1/3 p’ piece of 12 yards - - gd. p’ piece, 12 yards. 

Dying Calicoes, common colours 4/8 p’ piece of 28 yards - - 3/6 p’ piece, 28 yards. 

D° Cords and Corduroys - 8/6 p’ piece of 60 yards - - 8/6 p’ piece, 28 yards. 

From the above statement it appears, that for some articles the charge for bleaching and 
dying is higher in Ireland than in this country ; but it is proper to observe, that the imports 
of those articles, from England, is almost nominal ; and, therefore, it is reasonable to infer, 
that those descriptions of cotton goods, in the grey state, are produced lower than in this 
country. The difference between the two countries in the prices of dying may be accounted 
for, by the much greater extent of business done in this country at present, which enables 
a dyer, from a reduction of common charges, and various other favourable circumstances 
attendant on a large scale of business, to charge a lower rate than he could afford for a less 
quantity. 

I stated, in my examination before Mr. Wallace and Mr. Herries, that I conceived Irish 
calico printers had nothing to fear from a removal of duties; and I grounded that opinion 
upon the fact, that one house in particular (Messrs. Orrs & Co.) had been, for many years, 
in the habit of exporting their printed calicoes, and other cotton goods, to the South American 
and Portugal markets; but as there appeared some difference between Mr. Orr’s report, who 
was examined at Dublin, and mine, l beg leave, in support of my statement, to enclose, for 
the information of the Commissioners, authentic documents, from which it appears, that they 
have recently exported, as follows - 

19 December 1821 43 boxes cotton goods, to Liverpool. 

7 January - 1822 38 boxes - d° - - to Oporto. 

31 — — 38 boxes - d° - - to Liverpool. 

22 February 39 boxes - d° - - to Liverpool. 

It is here necessary to observe, that the goods sent to Liverpool were for the purpose of 

being reshipped for their ultimate destination, as in all probability there was not a vessel 
going from Dublin direct, which is very frequently the case ; and I further beg leave to 
remark, in support of my opinion, that protection to calico printers is not necessary ; that 
they incurred the double charge of shipping to Liverpool and the reshipping to a foreign 
port, where, on their arrival, they have to compete with British manufactures of similar de- 
scriptions, and still find an interest in the continuation of this branch of trade. I have to 
apologize for the delay in transmitting to you the foregoing particulars. 

I have the honour to be, Sir, 

Your most obedient servant, 

W. Jacob, esq. Samuel Mathews. 



Appendix, N° 2. 

Extract of a Letter, dated 9 April 1822, from Mr. Mathews, Secretary to the 
Chamber of Commerce at Manchester, addressed to the Secretary of the Par- 
liamentary Commissioners of Revenue Inquiry. 

Sir, Manchester, 9th April 1822. 

I Have now the honour of enclosing, for the information of the Parliamentary Commis- 
sioners, a Statement of the Quantity of Cotton Wool and Yarn, imported into Ireland ; and 
the probable number of hands required for manufacturing the same. 

It is necessary to explain, that the delay in sending them, has been occasioned by the 
desire of the directors of our Chamber of Commerce, to whom I submitted the subject, to 
obtain the most correct information in their power, on which to make the calculations 
required. 

6 34 - E You 
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